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January 1,g1975

To.the Governor and General Assembly:

This first report, respectfully submitted in compliance
with Maryland's landmark Educational Accountability Act, provides
more information than has ever been generally known before about
the public educational enterprise in our State.

An accountability report should provide information
which will permit far-reaching policy decisions to be made about
the allocation and application of resources--staff, equipment,
materials and facilities. Thii first report, however, provides
imkOrmation which can be used only for the most superficial short-
term decisions for educational program adjustment, pending the
production of assessment results more directly tied to Maryland's
goals and objectives in education and of the results of evaluative
studies into the processes or operations of our educational pro-
grams at an. levels. Readers should exercise appropriate caution

in forming judgments about the public schools of the State based
solely upon the descriptive data in this report.

Although disclosure of information about the public
schools is an important element in an accountability program,
there are other purposes to be served related to the quality of

educational programs. Over time, data such as those in this report

will indicate that some schools are experiencing success with
certain of their programs. and that others are having difficulty.
Detailed examination of the educational process in such schools
should yield information of great usefulness to schools serving
similar groups of students and offering similar educational

program._

It should be understood that the Maryland Accountability
Program Report is a report submitted by the State Superintendent
of Schools as the law provides and may contain views not entirely
shared by all members of State and local advisory groups and

educators at all levels. Helpful suggestions to strengthen the
accountability program and subsequent reports from citizens and

their electe.d representatives will be much appreciated.

We thank.our advisors, consultants, and State and local
educator participants for the many hours of thoughtful effort
contributed to the Accountability Program.

O

Sincerely yours,

(
JAMES A. SENSENBAUGH
State Superintendent of Schools

c.
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REPORT SUMMARY

1. Introduction

This initial report required by the Maryland Educational

Accountability Act provides descriptive informatiOn to public

officials and the general public about Maryland public schools.

In the Report, the reader will find information about:

the nature of the educational accountability
effort thus far;

the objectives of the Maryland State Department
of education:

the instructional goals and objectives in reading,
writing, and_ mathematics that have been agreed
upon at the State level;

the goals and objectives in the same areas
established for each school system;

demographic data for the State, local school
systems, and -schools;

assessment data on ability and achievement
summarized at the State and school system levels;

and

assessment data on ability and achievement for
each Maryland public school with grades 3, 5,

7, and 9.

Descriptive information is j1st that. It describes

characteristics of the phenomena under consideration. It does

not establish causal.relationships among the variables.bein

considered. Because the general reader is ihclihed to assume

that such. relationships exist among variables upon which descrip-

tiveinformation is reported, it is important to point out that

such assumptions are not warranted. Judgments about the descrip-

tive information provided here should be made with full under-

standing of the limitations of the information that presently

can be

vii
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It should also be fully unde too at eduCation is-a
shared responsibility. Parents and m- rs of t e various com-
munities in the State; including public officia have an enor-
mous opportunity for influence and impact upon hp work of the
schools. Sdcial processes, -including learning, cannot be con-
ducted solely by the schools without the. active support of the
home and the larger society.

In general, State and local educators and, their adv.sors
.

have attempted to determine State and local: goals of instruc ibn
in some of the basic skills areas. Undoubtedly, refinementdand.
restatement of these goals Will be made following experience in-
using them. Individual schools in each schbol system are at
work on school-level goals and objectivesecompatible with /the

State and local school system goals and objectives, *a4--Ehese,
school level aims will be available for review ih t e coming,
year The relationship between.educational goals a d objectives
established, in Maryland and the, assessment of current status is
by no means ideal. The achievement test results cannot be said
to reflect precisely the status of Maryland schools with regard
to the agreed-upon goals. The assessment 6atteries used, the
Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS), address the present goals
rather obliquely at best. (See p. 1-17 for discussion of limi-
tationt.) Hopefully, as the Accountability Program continues',

resources will be made available to acquire or develop assess-
,

ment4nstruments which will directly provide data on the status
. .

of Maryland schools in relation to Established goals in reading,
writing, and mathematics.

In the meantime, the ITBS results provide information

about how Maryland schools perform in certain areas which ITBS
measures. Fhe IT BS questions are based on the.subject matter

content of current (1970) textbooks and courses of study and,
the judgment of subject matter specialists across the country.

CI
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TheAluestions are not based on the specific textbooks, courses

of study, or particular instructional.objectives of individual
rs

Maryland schools or teachers. The skills and knowledges

measured' by a nationally.. standardized test, such aS ITBS, generally

reflect the skirls and knowledges that are involved in theti
instructional objectives of the average grade in the nation for

which the test was developed.

FoX acco n abllity purposes, therefor.94 the ITBS.
.

results provide ited information. The reasons for using

these tests are dis'cu6sed later in this Report. Generally, the

reasons are thesel

The tests are highly regarded amdtg similar tests
by test reviewers because of the care taken in

their development.

Most of Maryland's school systems were already
using ITBS.

Public disclosure of such test results as a step
toward program improveMent is a significant
element of accountability.

.

It should be clearly undergtood'by all readers that a

yen/ Small sample of skills (those covered by ITBS) has been

assessed and reported on for 'the purposes of accolintabilitx.

Statewide assessment has not'been undertaken in a number of oter

skill areas.and subject matter axeap, such as social st4dies,

science, vocational education, and the arts. Noe,:has information
o

been:collected on student attitudes, interests, and values --th%

so-called affectiN7e domain of learning objectives. In addition,

we haiie no information on the psychomotor aspeCts'2of student

learning (e.g., eye-hand coordination; manual dexterity; and
,r

response orientation and integration).



What Do the Results of the ITBS Statewide Assessment
Show?

In general, Maryland rage performance in most of
the achievement skill areas was htly below the national
average. Maryland's average performance in the ability area
showed a progressive increase through the grades (see Chapter
3,'State of Maryland, Table 2 - pages 3-13 and 3-14).

On the basis of tis information and the identification
in other tables of schools which are scoring well above.or below
the norm for Maryland schools serving students similar in ability
test scores, and living under similar socioeconomic conditions,
no informed decisions can be made by governmental entities or
educational authorities for educational program modification.

Additional information must be assembled, analyzed, and inter-
preted. At least two types of additional information are needed:

results from a process evaluation of the opera-
tions of educational programs identified as
attended by grades scoring extremely high or
low. (Operations are characteristics of programs
that seem capable of affecting student outcomes.
Operations include educational interventions,
learning experiences, curricula,,teacher style,
and instructional techniques.); and

results from tests designed expressly to assess
the attainment of additional instructional
objectives in Maryland schools.

Hopefully, as adequate resources are made available,
these two types of information will become increasingly available
for use by decision makers at all levels,

to the meantime, one can only speculate as to the

reasons for the standing Ilbf Maryland schools among the schools



A

of the national norming sample and among themselves. Only

detailed study of individual schools and their programs, and an

expanded approach to assessment, can contribute to better under-

standing of the quality of the vork of Maryland schools.

Accordingly, it is proposed that public education take

a more penetrating look at its goals, programs, educational out;-

comes, and evaluation procedures. But it is also proposed that

far-reaching decisions related to program modification and resource

allocation await information that will permit such decisions to

be informed ones rather than intuitive ones.

In the appendices which follow the Report proper,

information is provided which sheds a very positive light'on

certain student outcomes related to their public school experi-

ences. Very respectable percentages of students in Grades 6, 10,

and 12 knew the correct answers to questions on the Maryland

Basic Skills Reading Mastery Test. (See Appendix C for more

information.) In addition, selected college-bound high school

seniors in Maryland compared in 1972-1973 and 1973-1574 very

favorably with a national sample of seniors in the Admission

Testing Program. The mean scores of Ma'ryland students were

considerably higher than the national sample on all tests.

(See Appendix C, p. C-16,4odetails.) Finally, Appendix C

provides information from the Maryland High School Graduate

Follow-up Study, 1973, indictting that a majority of responding

students assessed their preparation in certain school "courses"

as either satisfactory or excellent.

xi
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CHAPTER 1

1.1

EDUCATIONAL ACCOUNTABILITY,

Introduction to the ManylandAceountability,Program

Report, SchbolYear'1973-71974

The purposes ofthis,Chaptex are-to describe the

background and rationale for the Maryland AccbUntability Program.ti

Report and to orient the readers of the Repent to-the primary

goals that accountability in Maryland is designed to achieve.

The relation of this docuMent to the State't,oveeall responsi-

bility for educational accountability should be clear'to the
T

interested citizen and educator after reading this Chapter.

'This Report was develpped as. the main instrument of

disclosure of information about goals and prOgress toward goals

in public educatios--required by the Maryland Educational

Accountability,Act=-to the Governor, the General Assembly, and

the public. Chapter I explains what educational accountability

is. The information in this Chapter is divided into the fol-

lowing sections: (1) The definition of accountability:

(2) -the Maryland Educational Accountability Act; (31. the role

of the State Board of Education; (4), the activities of the

State Advisory Council on ACcountability; i(5) the accountability

assessment instruments; (6) the State plan for educational

accountability; ,(7) Maryland's future ip accountability; and

(8) Accountability Assessment results and decision making..

Prior to publishing this report, the summarized.data

were shared with the local school systems (the.23 counties and

City of Baltimore), so that t1ie local administrations could

provide their own individual narratives in light of the assess-
,

ment results. In preparing narrative materials, local adminis-

trations were invited to include discussions of:
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1. Goal setting activities at'the school system and
individual school levels.

2. Sch661 system goals and goals for "typical"
elementary and "typicalflosecondary schoOls.

3. Local results of the use of State assessment
instruments.

4.. Progress of schools toward system and/or School
goals not covered by State assessment instruments.

5. Educational modification activities during the
year and plans for further modification.

6. Unmet needs for resources to permit improvement
of programs and services.

1.2 The Definition of Accountability

Simply stated, educational accountability is an
'attempt to disclose and explain the results achieVed by public
school programs. Is purposes are to promote an undergtanding
of the relationships among the quality of education, the charac-

.

teristics of educational programs, the processes of education,
needed and available human and material resources, and on
the basis of that understanding, to make educational improvements.

More specifically, Maryland's accountability program
can be said to have six basic characteristics. First is its
positive emphasis. Accountability sho d help identify exemplary

,

programs, determining which are more effective than others.

Recognition and dissemination of the more successful programs
is to be emphasized, and fqrmal plans must be written for the
.thorough'study of exemplary program characteristics, which may
be emulated needed.

Ae

,
Second, accountability includes goal-setting, assessment,

explan tion, and reporting. The setting of educational goals and ob-
ject'ves is an important element of any accountability program. It is

f) LI
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t,

important to note that assessment results should'be interpreted

ultimately more in terms of local objectives than in terms of

national or State norms.

Gradual and deliberate movement into an accountability

program is the third characteristic of the Maryland system. Rather

than attempting to develop a' complete and exemplary program

quickly, Mdryland's goal to progress carefully from the basic

elements to a complete program,

7

The fourth characteristic of the program is 9f special

interest to teachers. Accountability is program-oriented and not

directed toward teacher evaluation. There is, in fact, much

legal precedent for the invalidity of-Ohluating teachers on the
o

badis of student achievement scores. lit has long been recognized

that many other variables.(i.e., student, family and community

characteristics) are also powerfully involved.

The next characteristic of Maryland's Accountability

Program is the demand for an accounting by all personnel, not

just by teachers. Teachers can be most, effective when supplied

with adequate and appropriate resources, pleadant and suitable

working conditions, and effective and supportive school adminis-
7

trators. Accountability for providing teachers with these

resources, conditions, and support falls upon personnel at all

Jevels,outsidethe classroom.

Sixth, accountability should be concerned with progress

in the areas of attitudes, interests, and self-concepts, as well

as understandings, knowledge, skills, and abilities. Development

of4..self-esteem, concern for others, and other personally and

socially positive attitudes are, as much as cognitive training,

important goals in the eyes of the general public. Although it is

at present difficult to assess attitudes, workable methods of

2 5
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observation and measurement will eventually be formulated and
generally available; and the Maryland Accountability Program
must be prepared to expand into this areas

1.3 The Maryland Educational Accountability Act

At this writing, some thirty states have enacted
accountability legislation. Most of the remaining states have
drafted plans for accountabilitS, legislation or have initiated
procedures, at the state level, that will preclude the need fbr
legislative. mandates.

During the 1972 session of the Maryland General
Assembly, Article 77, Section 28a, the Annotated Code of Mary)nd
and 1973 Cumulative Supplement was passed. The law has codg-to

c
be commonly called the "Maryli.nd Educational Accountability Act."

The overall purpose of the Act is, of course, to provide
for the establishment of a program of statewide educational
accountability. This program should assure that educational
programs lead to the attainment of established educational objec-
tives, provide information for an analysis of the differential
effectiVeness of instructional prograds, and provide information
for accurate analysis of costs of instrUctional programs.

The Maryland Educational Accountability Act imposes
several requirements for statewide accountability. These include
the establishment of goals and objectives-in, but not limited tor
reading, writing, and mathematics at all levels--State, school
system, and individual school. The goals and objectives at the
system level need to be in conformity, with those 9stablished
at the State level, and those established by individualschools

4
need to be in keeping with those of the local system and of the State.

()
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Also required by the/Act area school -by- school survey

of the current status of student achievement in relation to

established objectives, the development of programs by each

school for meeting its own needs, and the establishment of

evaluation procedures for determining the effectiveness of these

programs. Regular re-evaluation of'programs, goals, and objec-

tives is likewise a stipulation of the Act.

The Maryland Educational Accountability Act also

requires that, beginning in January 19,75, a yearly Report be

submitted by the State Superintendent of Schools to the Gove

and to the General' Assembly. This Report must include, but is

not necessarily limited to, the progress made by the Maryland

State Department of Education, by the local school systems, and

by each individul school toward the achievement of their respec-

tive goals and objectives. The report should also include

recommendations f9r legislation deemed necessary to improve the

quality of education in Maryland.

1.4 The Role of the State Board of Education

In response to the accountability legislation enacted

by the Maryland General Assembly and in accord with the six
I

characteristics of the State's Accountability Program, the

Maryland State Board of Education determined that the initial

efforts of accountability should concentrate on the basic learning
.,,

skills of reading, writing, and mathematics. The Board resolved

that, followingthe specification of desired educational goals

in each of these three areas, student adhievement relative to

each goal shodld bp measured and then an analysis of the achieve-

ment results related to other variables, slicplas student ability

',and socioeconomic status, should.be conducted.

27
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To assist in accomplishing these three tasks, the State
Board of Education appointed a State Advisory Committee on
Accountability, drawing its members frard a broad cross-section
of the State's populatibn. It Viso desighated the chairman of
this committee. A member of the Maryland State Department of
Education was assigned as full-time executive secretary to the
committee, in order to make available, as.detailed,accountability
procedures were developed, technical services from the State
Department of Education to the committee and to the local sctiool
systems.

The Advisory Committee was directed to report to the
State Superintendent of Schools; and he, in turn, was to report
his recommendations to the State Board of Education. The respon-
sibilities of the Advisory Committee included the recommendation
of appropriate State level; goals for each of the three basic
],.earning skills areas and the preparation of guidelines designed
to assist local school systems in'collecting achievement data.

On the local school system level, each systet superin-
tendentappointed a Local Coordinator to supervise all system-
level activities. Responsible to the superintendent, the Local
Coordinator served as system representative in the planning and
implementation of Accountability Program' activities.

1.5 The Activities of the State Advisory Council on
Accountability

In June of 1973, the State Advisory Council recommended
to the State Board of Education certain statewide instructional
goals. Also included in its statement to the Board were the

28
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recommendations that the accountability

locally based assessment procedure that

which 'a school is successful in meeting

statewide testing and reporting program

Maryland State Department of Education

attainment of statewide goals; and that

Skills be used as a part of the initial

program.

'program move toward a

focu§es on the degree to

its own goals; that a

be.developed by the

(MSDE) to measure the

the Iowa Tests of Basic

statewide testing

1.6 Accountability Assessment Instruments

The Local Coordinatorg, the Advisory Committee/ and

the State Board of Education agreed that all systems would

administer the Iowa Tests .of Basic Skills (ITBS), Form 1971

edition and the Cognitive Abilities Test (CAT), Form 1, 1971

edition, two/tests developed and published by the same company

and normed on the same population. Only seven Maryland school n
systems were not using some edition of the Iowa Tests of Basic

Skills (ITBS) at the time the tests were selected.

Support for the selection of the ITBS4bame froa;the

tact that these tests are favorably reviewed in OsCar K. BUTOS1

The Seventh Mental Measurements Yearbook 4-Highland Park, New

Jersey The Gryphon Press, 1972) and are.highly rated with

'regard to content coverage and statistical characteristics by

the University of California, Los Angeles Center for the Study

of Evaluation. Also important was the fact that the ITBS can

provide criterion-referenced, as well as norm-referenced, informa-

tion for instructional program analyses, in those instances where

the objectives of 'the school coincide with the objectives being

measured, by the test items.

2 9*
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The last factor should be discussed in some, detail, for
an important issue debated among educators today is the adequacy
of current techniques of assessment. The issue will not he neatly
resolved. The issue revolves around respective values of two
approaches to educational assessment--the norm-referenced and the
criterion-referenced test.

A norm-referenced test is maximally useful for providing
information about how students,rank in relati to each other, or
how schools or districts rank in relation to each other, or in any'
other evaluation in which one wants to be able to classify things

in order from high to low and to accomplish that ranking in the
most reliable fashion. The standard of "goodness" or "badness"
is internal to the test; high, scores are good, low scores are bad.

Norm-referenced testing is analogous to traditional letter grading
of students (A, B, C, D, E), for which one must make decisions
about awarding students an A, B, C, D, or E.

A criterion- referenced test is maximally useful for

providing information about whether students or schools have
attained some objective at a pre-determined level of achievement
without regard as to how students may relate to each other in
their attainment. The standard of "goodness" or "badriess'f is

external to the test; it is a human judgment of what is an

acceptable performance and what is not. Criterion - referenced

testing is,analogous to a pass-fail type of grading--you pass if
you accomplish all minimum requirements, you fail if you don't.

If one wants to gather assessment information that
says, as reliably as possible, that the students in school system
A, on the average, are better readers than the students in school
system Be on the average, who in turn are better readers than the

30
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. students in school system C, on the average, without regard as

to whether any of them can read at :any particular minimuA levpl,

then norm-referenced tests should be used. If, on the other hand, '

one wants to find out whether the'students in school system A

can read at a level that has been judged to be appropriate for

fqurth grades, And the same for students in school system B

without regard to whether A Surpasses B or vice versa, then a

criterion-referenced test is called for. 1

As a result of a thorough review of the points dis-

cussed above, the statistical information that was.-eNpected

and analyzed for this Report consists chiefly of norm - referenced.

test results in the basic skills. Thif assessment technique is

the one being used currently by all of the local schbol systems

in Maryland. It was deemed logical that the. information obtained

from the norm-referenced assessment approach be analyied and

disclosed to the public as a beginning step in the Accountability

Program. Statidtical tables showing analyses of average school
4

achievement scores in the basic skills, tdgether with narrative

discu7ssions, comprise the bulk of this volume.

1For almost 70 years, norm - referenced testing has been the most
common technique of educational assessment, with some programs
going back. as,far as 1913. It was then that Edward,Lee Thorn-
dike administered. a criterion-referenced spelling test to the

Boston Public Schools. A large group of teachers was brought to-
gether to list all,of the words 'that a graduating eighth grade
student should be able to spell correctly. In 1916, three years

later, eddcational decision-makers wanted to know how many
students spelled all the words correctly. Since few spelled all

of .the words correctly, the decision-makers then asked how many
students got ninety percent right, how many got seventy-five
percent right, and so on. The assessment technique thereby
passed from a criterion - referenced to a normative-type test

simply as a result of decision-makers asking different questions.

`31
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' 1.7 The State Plan for Implementation of Accountability

The plan for implementing the State's accountability
program included a schedule of.deadlines,for completing the
several phases of establishing goals and objectives. The first
deadline was August 1, 19.73, by which time the Maryland State
Board of Education was to have adopted and disseminated broad
statewide goals in reading, writing, and mathematics. Other
scheduled deadlines were December 1, 1973, for developing and
disseminating a catalogue of goals and objectives (by the

Maryland State Department of EdUCationrand June,l, 1974, for the
establishment and submission of school system goals to the State

Coordinator of Accountability, for review by the appropriate
state goals committee.

The State implementation plan further specified tha't

by September 1, 1974, school. system goals would be reviewed and
that by April 1, 1975, each school would have established its

own objectives, consistent with its unique needs and in keeping
with school system goals. September 1, 1975, was designated as

the deadline for school systems to evaluate the objectives sub-
mitted by individual schools and to submit a narrative report

to the Maryland State Department of Education on the establish-
ment of school objectives.

The State's implemtation plan required the establish-
,

ment of a comprehensive and uniform statewide testing program.
The plan also called 'for the establishment of procedures for

collecting data on stuciOnt, home, community, and school charac-
teristics. The implementation plan required the establishment
of procedures by which school system's would report test results
and other information to the Maryland State Department of
Education.

3 2.
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The State plan specified that the ITBS and CAT would

be given, starting in the spring of 1974, to all pupils (excluding

certain categories of handicapped students) in grades 3,, 5, 7,

and 9., except that school systems could elect to sample grades

for testing (Frederick County elected to sample). More specifi-

cally, the plan designated the dates mar6h 1 to March 31 for

ITBS and CAT testing in grades 7 and 9 and the period from

April 15 to May 15 gor ITBS and CAT testing in grades 3 and

5. Students in ungraded classes were to be tested on the test

'level commensurate with their years in school, excluding kinder-

garten, or on the basis of their birth dates.

Conditions under which tests are given must be uniform

if the results are to be valid and reliable.. Test results must

be reported systematically and consistently. Explicit descrip-

tions of responsibilities at the local school system and school

levels were developed to address these requirements. These

descriptions and related accountability procedures appear in

the MSDE's Maryland Handbook on the Accountability Assessment

Program (Research Triangle Park,,, North Carolina: Regearch

Triangle Institute, December 27, 1973). By November 1, 1974,

according to the accountability implementation plan, the. Maryland

State Department of Education was to have completed the first

summary analysis of all data collected up to that time.

A major assumption underlying Maryland's accountability

legislation is that the analysis and interpretation of pertinent

test data and Other information lead to beneficial changes and

modifications in instructional programs. However, it is not

sufficient just to assume that the school's instructional

programs become more effective and efficient-because the State

has an assessment program. In keepingwith,the Maryland Educa-

tional Accountability Act, evaluation programs must be developed

33.



and installed to determine the effect that modifications of the
instructional programs have upon goal attainment. The MSDE is
encouraged by the Act to assist local school systems and schools

. in this evaluation task by sponsoring pilot evaluation projects
in selected school systems.

Adequate evaluation of instructional programs requires
the use of more than just norm-referenced tests. Criterion-
referenced tests in reading, writing, and mathematics must be
developed or adapted for use in Maryland's public schools. The
State's accountability program must be extended to other $ ject
matter areas and to domains other than the cognitive one: There
is also .a need to develop effective procedures for establishing
the cost of various instructional programs. Effoits are underway'
to develop cost analysis information which may be included in the
accountability rdiport for 1974-1975.

1.8 Maryland's Future in Accountability

It is appropriate to ask, at this writing: What i$
required for the future program of accountability in the State?
What needs to be, achieved beyond this first accountability-report
to the Governor, and the General Assembly?

Accountability can be said to ex,ist when the following
conditions have been met:' (1) the State goals of education reflect
the educational needs and interests of the population; (2) current
student status, recent progress, and needed improVement in each
goal area are matters of public record and specific objectives

for improving the current status have been adopted; (3) pro-
,

grams to achieve specific objectives have been implemented;
and, finally, (4) the cost of programs, i.e., the cost of
achieving goals and objectives, is a matter of public record.'

3.1

1-12



It is necessary, therefore, to plan a course of action

in keeping with these conditions, a program that can be coopera-

tively developed by the Local Coordinators, the State Advisory

Committee for Accountability, and the MSDE. Such a plan should

include a rationale for accountability and an assignment of

functions to key levels of the public education system in Mary-

land to assure that'steps toward prograin improvement folloW the

receipt of accountability information.

The rationale fbr accountability and assignment of

functions should strengthen and maintain State-local relation-

ships in the model system or public education established in

Maryland in the past. For many years; Maryland has enjoyed a

healthy balance of State and local responsibility for education.

"LoCal initiative, along with financial equalization aid and other

State services, has been fruitful for public education in Mary-

land. This balance between State and local responsibility should

not be destroyed but rather valued and fostered as the accounta-

bility program progresses.

State responsibility will need to be focused on

objectives pertaining to skills specified in the State law, and

local school systems should,be encouraged to establish objectives

and evaluation prbcedures patterned to local needs and local

concerns in public education. The coming year 1975 will be

partially devoted to involving the appropriate constituencies

in the drafting of a five-year plan for accountability based

on this point of view.

ImpliCit in the concept of aountability is the need

for disclosure of all available information about the educational

enterprise, communicated clearly, in a way in which the general

public can develop informed opinions about the public schools

and recommendations for legislation for the improvement of the

.3 5
1-13



quality of education in Maryland. It is in the spirit of dis-
closure that this report is offered.

Two recent developments will influence the nature of
accountability activities in subsequent years. One is the "Ten
Schools", project in accountability. As an alternative approach
to accountability, ten volunteer schools are working with the
Maryland State Department of Education, the Maryland State
Teachers Association, and the Natioal Education Association in
an 'attempt to establish a process of accountability operating
between the school and the immediate community. In these pilot
activities, accountability is seen as a system of communication
and disclosure. With the involvement of the community, each
pilot school will discuss and establish understandable goals
and objectives for groups of students in the basic skills of

reading, writing, and mathematics., The professional staff of
the pilot schools will consider teaching, as well as public
information needs, in the choice of techniques used to determine
students' achievement of desired objectives. The project will
not depend on testing of student skills via a Statewide battery
of tests to provide for accountability.

Another development which will influence the future of
accountability relates to the very considerable expansion of
attention to special education for handicapped students. As a
result, in part, of legislation at State and federal levels and

decisions(in the Maryland courts, this expanded attention must
include considerable emphasis on evaluation of the effectiveness
of special education programs. The results of such evaluations
should be included in subsequentOtccountability reports as efforts
to improve. the quality of programs progress.

36.
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1.9 Abcountability Assessment Resul ts and Decision Making

1.9.1 Models of Accountability

The ideas of accountability and assessment in education

are best understood in the context of models in evalUation of

educational programs. Educational programs'may be considered

at the State level, the school system level, .and at the individual

school level and are discussed in the concept of apy ongoing

educational activity designpa to produce specified changes in

the behavior of the individuals who are e xposed to it. Astin

and Panos have reviewed models in the evaluation of_educational

programs succinctly in Educational Measurement.
1

Ideally, an evaluative study involves the collection

and analysis of information regarding inputs,,outputs; and

operations of educational programs. These are the three conceii-u

tually distinct components of any educational program. By

"inputs" is meant the talents, skills, aspirations, and other

potentials for growth and learning that the student brings with

,him into the educgtional program. In addition, the characteristics

of the student's family and the culture in which he lives are

included in inputs.

"Outputs" refers to the student'S achievements, knowledge,

skills, aptitude for future learning, valuesIpersonalAy,'inter-

personal relations, and other behaviors that are.likely'to be

influenced by the educational program.

1Thorndike, Robert L. (ed.). Educational Measurement, Second
Edition. Astin, Alexander W. and Panos, Robert J:, "The
Evaluation of Educational Programs." Washington, D.C.: AMerican
Council on Education, 1971, pp. 733-751. '

a
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"Operations" refers to those characteristics of the
educational program that are capable of affecting the relevarit
student outputs. Included in operations are environmental
experiences, educational interventions, learning experiences,
learning strategies, curricula, teacher style,. and instructional
techniques. Educationaltoperations comprise the entire array of
environmental variables that characterize a.particular educational
program--the means to the achievement of the educational ends,
i.e., goals of the program previously established.

1,9.2 Maryland's Approach

What is the method being used currently in Maryland
in the accountability program to evaluate programs and provide
decision makers with relevant information on inputs, outputs,
and operations?

For the first year the approach involves essentially
the measurement of inputs and outputs on aState, school system
aild school-by-school basis.. This procedure means that for this
accountability report, descriptive information is provided, not
research information, and that causal information is not
vailable to decision makers. Accordingly, great cake must be
exercised in not making unwarranted assumptions about causal
relationships between program operations and outputs.

The reader may well ask, if this is the case and
dedision Makers are not being provided with the information needed
an inputs, outputs, and operations, why provide inadequate informa-
tion? The answer is:

A. It is important to report what is known about

stuUent.achievement, however limited that know-
ledge is, because disclosure of such information

V0 0
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is desired by the ppblic and by public officials,

and disclosure is an important element in any

accdUntability.program. In the first year of

accountability, baseline assessment data is all

that can be expected,

The approach,,in Maryland has been cooperative,

democratic, and evolutionary, taking a considerable

period of time,

C. Resources have not been made available at the

State level to permit more rapid or comprehensive

Movement.

'D. Aside fro the.,evaluation aspect, the information

collected h s important uses in that it becomes

possible to determine from output information if

desired changes have 'taken place in students.

Locally, stUden,t4 can be given special assistance

if needed, and teachers can be encouraged to

modify their techniques. Input information can be

used (1) in setting realistic objectives for the

prOgram, (2) in designing or modifying the specific

educational operations, and (3) in assigning

students to'appropriate experiences within the

program.

1

1.9.3 Limitations of ITBS in Assessing Attainment of

Maryland Educational GoalS 2

The reason for selecting ITBS for the assessment instru-

ments for the Maryland Accountability Program have een discussed

elsewhere in the Report. In the interest.of clar and in

fairnes, to State and local subject matter speciall6ts serving on

or advisory to State goal committees in reading, writing, and

2State goals appear in Chapter 3.

39
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mathematics and others, comments should be included concerning
the degree to which ITBS addresses the goals in these three areas
which have been adopted.

READING

In general,,ITBS does not measure State Goal I: Utilize
a Variety of.Reading Materials. For measuring the achievement of
this goal, local informal techniques would have to be developed
into a valid'and reliable instrument for Statewide use.' State3

Goal II: Use a Word Recognition System is measured in a very
limited way by the ITBS VocabulAry Subtest. State Goal III:
Comprehend Various .Reading Materials is measured by ITBS as far
as literal comprehension is, concerned. No known single published
test measures the entire process of comprehension. State GoalIV:
Meet the Reading Demands for Functioning in Society is measured
in part by specific isolated items throughout the ITBS subtests.
A number of Goal IV skills are not measured by ITBS. State Goal V:
Select Reading as a Personal Activity is not measured by ITBS.
This goal may be measured in subsequent years as the Maryland

,13asic Reading Mastery Test is refined and installed as a regulai-
part of the Accountability Program and as other instruments are
identified and agreed upon.

WRITING
fi

The State goals in writing are:

. Use the writing process to communicate personal
feelings and ideas, observing accepted conventions
of writing

Upe the writing process to respond to the demands
and obligations of society, observing accepted
conventions of society

Value writing for personal and social reasons

At best, only a'Portion of each of the Maryland writing
goals is measured by ITBS, according to

1G

fi

1-18



the Maryland Writing Goals Committee. ITBS, the. Committee contends,

does not measure the process of writing; it is a proofreading device

for measuring some of the mechanics of writing. Writing is best

assessed in it4 entirety as a finished product, not in bits and

pieces that collectively do not prbduce the whole. In addition,

the specialists note, ITBS does not test a student's own perfor-

mance.

MATHEMATICS
The State Mathematics Goals Committee reports concerns

Nabout the degree to which ITBS addresses the State mathematics

goals as follows:.

1. All test itemsirequire.the student to be able to read.

Some items are ')so worded as to be incorrect and/or
confusihg. ir

3. Each'level of the problem solving section of the
test requires the student to search in a cluttered
picture for necessary information. Since there
is a limit on. the length of time a student can
work, time should pot be required to "find".
information needed to solve the problem.

4. Almost no items measure objectives in a single
goal area; therefore, results from the test maybe
of little br no value in determining areas of

weakness.

5. Computation skills 'are not measured individually.

6. Some of the questions in the concept portion of
the test are considered to be better included
in the problem solving section. ,

7. The test questions measure only objectives whiCh
would be compatible with two of the six State goals.

From the comments reviewed above, it should be apparent'

that developmental activities must be launched to produce assess-

ment data for subsequent accountability reports whiCh will much

more precisely provide information on the attainment of Maryland

Educational Goals in reading, writing, and mathematics.

I



With this discussion in mind, about the nature of the
present evaluation model being used for the accountability
program, about the nature of descriptive information provided by
test results, and about the adequacy of ITBS as a measuring device
for goal attainment, the assessment information at State, school
system, and school levels will hopefully be viewed in the appro-
priatelight.

The information provided in this Report can lead to two
type8 of decisions only and not to sweeping decisions about
dramatic program modification and resource allocation. The non-
intuitive types of decisions which may be made by teachers,
principals, local superintendents, and State education officials
,and which are warranted by the assessment information for 1973-
1974 follow:

14'

To undertake the detailed examination of educa-
ti9nal programs%in school systems and individual
schools where average achievement scores are
markedly above or below the national norm or
,were markedly high or Jeolw when compared with the
performances of other Maryland schools serving
students, with similar characteristics of ability
and/or socioeconomic status

To-provide for the preliminary review of program
operations for high and low-scoring schools to
suggest possible activities that can be carried
out in strengthening appropriate basic skill
areas.



CHAPTER 2 MARYLAND STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION OBJECTIVES

2.1 Introduction
10

The fdiaryland, State Department of ducation (MSDE), under

the policy guidance of the State Board of Education, is responsible

for the'implementation of policies that improve the education of

children across the State. It also has a responsibility to help

local school systems implement those policies, through leadership,

regulatory, and informational activities. Neither the Department

nor the Board charts a lone course; both are subject to mandates

and fiscal limitations imposed by the General Assembly, by the

executive branch, and increasingly/ by the courts. They are

sensitive, too, to expressions of public opinion.

The activities of the Department have cumulative effects

on the schools over extended periods of time, effects that vary in

both time and impact from school system to school system. A report

such as this must therefore attempt to examine a cross section of

a continuum, with some elements recognizable and measureable and

others Less easy to label or assess at a given moment in time.

Thus, there will be instances in which the objectives

MSDE has-established for itself for fiscal year 1975 will not lend

themselves to useful measurement after just one year. They will

be part bf broader, more long-range objectives. These objectives

are included because they are considered to be major activities.

Next year's Accountability Report will discuss the degree to which

the MSDE objectives identified in this Repokt have been realized

and will spell out MSDE objectives for fiscal 1976.

In discussing objectives for the year; MSDE does not by

any means exhaust the activities in which the Department'is engaged.

4 3
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Many on -going activities are omitted, as are, of course, those
emergency activities that aN'ays develop but which cannot be
identified in advance.

Limitations in staff areas of specialization occasionally
make it necessary -yo re-assi,gn specialists in one area to work on.

higher priority activities in another area. The result is that
for periods of time those staff will conduct only holding actions
in their primary specializations while contributing substantially
of their time to other assignments. One example is our Reading
Task Force, with specialists in English,foreign languages, special
education, and elementary education giving almost full time to it.
In such cases, objectives in lower priority activities must be
deferred.

For purpopes of organization, we have divided this report.
into three sections: Field Activities, Support Activities, and
Vocational Rehabilitation. Vocational Rehabilitation is considered
separately, not because it is independent of the rest of the enter-
prise, but because it covers the operational spectrum including
both field and support.

We have marked with an asterisk those activities that have
been identified as educational priorities by the State Board of
Education.

2.2 Field Activity Objectives

a) Instructional Areas

* Reading

1. Increase enrollment in adult reading classes by 20%
2. Complete preparation of revised criterion-referenced tests for

basic skills

4, 4
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3. Prepare four film strips and manuals (prim'ary, intermediate,

junior, senior) for teachers of basic skills in functional
4

reading

4. ,Initiate programs in seventeen school systems for early

identification of learning problems

5. Complete preparation of guidelines by which .ridividual

schools may measure the effectiveness of their total reading

program, for use in schools by Spring, 1975

6. Frain 4.5.0 supervisors and principals to improve their skill

in functional reading programming

7. Train 150 trainers of reading volunteers

8. Train 3000 new volunteers in reading

9. Produce 20 lessonlin ITV (Instructional Television) reading

Series I and-15 lessons each in series II and III, and pro-

duce teacher manuals to accompany them

10. Produce a pilot program in the ITV,Reading IV series

Revise Adult Basic Education ITV series following evaluation

by local school systems

12. Expand services of the Library for the Blind and Physically

Handicapped to meet the special reading and information needs

of blind college students

13. Stimulate school libraries to motivate non-readers to read by

increasing popular titles in paperback, free reading periods,

special collections in classrooms

Mathematics

1. 0 Prepare for consideration by the State Bo4rd of Education a

Mate plan for the metrication of all phases of public school

dperation

2. ,Develop a model for teacher training in. metrication

3. Develop guidelines and activities for the introduction of the

metric system into the mathematics curriculum

4. Produce and distribute teacher manuals for ITV series "Calculus"

and "Numbers Game II" and revise appropriate lessons in

"Calculus II."

1 5
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Social Studies

1. Train 300 teachers to increase students' knowledge of political
processes and services of local governments

2. _Publish a resource guide of appropriate activities to assist
the,public and nonpublic schools of Maryland in their plans
for celebration of the National Bicentennial

Health

1. Instruct an additional 500 teachers in the use of the new health
educa.tion curriculum

2. Develop support packagesto accompany the health education
curriculum for use in classroom instruction and inserVice
training

*Environmental Education
.

1. Publish an interdisciplinary curriculum framework for environ-
mental education for use by local school systems

2. Involve 5,000 secondary school students in symposia designed
to instruct and proilte discussion on environmental problems

Safety abd Transportation

1. Develbp evaluation parameters to measure program effectiveness
2. Produce instructional programs and app priate safety messages

to be broadcast, over radio stations ifi Maryland
3. Produce a

.

junior high school instructional television traffic'
safety series and a series of special programs aimed at school
personnel

4. Develop two school bus driver instructional packages
5. Disseminate -rules and regulations on motorcycle safety

(16
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6. Implement K-6 Safety Education Curriculum in all 24 school

. districts and make available to private and parochial schools,

based upon their interests,and needs

7. Revise Bicycle Safety Program to 'comply with-thekneW legisla-

tion on bicy6.es and distribute tothe local school districts

b) General Area Objectives

Gifted and Talented Students

1. -Assist six local school systens to develOp programs for gifted

and talented students that can be used as pilot and demonstra-

tion centers

2. Expand the program offerings in the Maryland Regional Center

for the Art's to includecreative writing and foreign languages

Special Education

1. Identify and provide services to 70 percent of the handicapped

population requiring special education services as reported'in

the Special Services Information System (SSIS) Reports

2. In consortia with colleges, universities, and Local Education

Agencies, provide ten percent of all 'teachers in Maryland with

diagnostic/prescriptive teaching skills

3. Increase by 25 percent the enrollment in remedial programs of

preschool children known to have impaired hearing

4. Increase the skills of 50 teachers and pataprofessionals to

work with the severely and profoundly handicapped

5. Ensure that all handicapped children now ,enAolled in educational

-programs receive a free, publicly- supported education

6. Increase by 75 percent the enrollment ofchildren in the critical,

areas of early childhood education; career education and the low

incidence areas Qf special education, i.e., hearing, vision,

severe emotional disturbance and multiple handicaps

17
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7. Implement projects in vocational education for 80 additional
institutionalized youths

8. ImpleMent'vocational projects in two State mental institutions
to prepare 45 educable and emotionally disturbed students for
employment

9. Allocate funds'according to formula for occupational training
in community colleges, to Serve 19,500 students in 210 programs

Instructional Television

1. Provide cassette service for four western Maryland counties
2. Implement ITV intern program with local school systems and the

University of Maryland

3. Acguite and schedule 55 in-school television series
4. Prepare all TV specials authorized by the Department
5. Publish manuals for the following series: Way to Go, Teaching

Child With Special Needs, Calculus; Do You Get the Message?,
NuMbers,;Game II, Calling Careers, and Adult Basic Education

6. Publish ITV Schedule booklet
7. Correlate State ITV programming with local system curricula
8- Conduct survey of classroom utilizAtion oflITV programs

School Lunch

1. Expand by ten percent '(to 72 percent) the number of non-program
schools to which fobd services are extended

2. Expand present food service programs by setving meals to ten
percent more children to a total of 354,000 children daily

3. Increade by 50 percent (to 5,300) the number of children in
preschool centers in the food service program

4. Increase by 50 percent (to 750) food service to elderly citizens

Schobl Community Centers
4'Y

1. Provide supplementary educational and recreational programs during
the evening hours, and weekends for 300,000 participants in 550
centers in all 24 local school systems

.1
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General Education Development

1. Expand number of centers offering the GED tests from 16 to 18

*Human Relations

1. Provide to requesting school systems, technical assistance

which will lead to the reduction of intergroup tensions, the

improvement of intergroup understanding and the resolution of

urgent problems stemming from racial confrontation.

-2.' Develop a problem-identification/conflict-intervention
model

-that includes all elements of the school family for each

school level--elementary,
middle, and senior high school.

3. Sponsor, coordinate, and plan with local educational agency

.personnel, a one-day conference on Human Relations in Maryland.

4. Develbp curriculum guide on intergroup education.

5. Train teachers in six elementary schools having a continuum

of educational services to strengthen interpersonal relations

in the classroom.

Library Services

1. Initiate pilot programs in six public libraries to develop

Public Library Community Information and Referral programs to

improve the capacity of public libraries to serve as centers

for information about the community

2. Meet 80 percent of requests for films and 70 percent of

requests from other libraries by the State Library Resource

Center (Central Enoch Pratt Free Library)

3. Support legislation revising the public library financing

law

4. Publish Master Plan for Libraries
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Vocational'Education

1. Provide funds by formula to support 2,010 occupational education
programs (76,000 students)

2. Monitor 100 secondary and 20 postsecondary vocational programs
in the State for factors contributirig to low completilin rate,,
low enrollment, wild placement
Publish'a booklet describing vocational education programs/for
the handicapped in Maryland

4. Provide funding to construct vocational educational facilities
for 1,430 students

5. Provide 12 summer vocational programs in occupational:skills
for 1,200 out-of-school and secondary students
Publish a vocational guidance service manual to assist
students in making vocational selections

7. Develop and fund nine new cooperative vocational edutation
programs

8. Train 750 local administrators and teachers to improve
competencies in the various vocational-technical areas

9. Prepare vocational education student-teacher data reports.
10. Prepare high school graduate follow-up reports
11. Coordinate vocational edUcation research in Maryland
12. Evaluate Maryland vocational education programs at the secondary,

college, and adult levels

*Early Childhood Education

1. Increase enrollment and provide early childhood services to an
additional 600 children in Federal Title III funded projects
and State-funded projects

2. Train 150 administrators, teachers and assistants in in-service
seminars focusing on needs of identified projects, i.e.,
language development, mathematical concepts, and development
of positive attitudes on the part of project children

2-8
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3. Assist LEA's in planning, developing, and utilizing6curriculum

materials

4. Publish-quarterly newsletter on early childhood education

5. Ensure through cooperation with Maryland SerVice Corps that

50 percent of projects receive volunteers initially trained

by the Corps

6. D'etermine means of early identification of children's special

needs

7. Continue evaluation design involving nine counties, in

cooperation with Johns Hopkins University

8. Provide oppOrtunities for 50 percent of parents to become

partners in the educational process through involvement in

planning the instructional program and working with staff

in school activities

Compensatory Education

1. Provide funds and technical assistance for Federally and

State - funded compensatory Education programs
for 50,000 or

more children in the 24 local school districts of Maryland

2. Ensure without displacement of standard suppo t that all Federal

funds allocated to Local Education Agencies under Title I of the

Federal Elementary and Secondary Education Acts are utilized to

provide educational services for eligible disadvantaged students

3. Implement up to four programs (400 students) of vocational work

study for disadvantaged students

4. Implement vocational programs for 350 disadvantaged students

in trades and industry, business and office, cooperative

education, and health

5. Allocate funds according to formula to community colleges to

provide 12 post-secondary occupational programs for 1,200 out-

of-school and secondary students

6. Allocate formula funds to provide 280 Atilt vocational prograMs

to serve 23,000 st:udents

7. Implement eight training programs for personnel employed in.

State industry

8. Implement three new adult vocational educational courses to

serve 60 disadvantaged adults

2-9
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9. Implement three, new adult vocational
courses. to serve 100persons in, correctional institutions

10. Ensure that schoolk selected in each local school districtto receive funds under Title I derve attendance areas having,the highest concentration of children from low-income families,and further, that the children selected within each eligible

l'
`school are the most educatidhally

depfiecr, as required byFederal law and regulations
11. Develop in cooperation with local education agencies a pro-cedure for assessing the specific educational and educationallyrelated needs of children identified as educationally dis-

.

advantaged

12. Proyide a model for the informal diagnosis of reading
deficiencies for use in rescribing a program of instructionL./in reading for each part 'pant in a Compensatory Educationprograin

13. Establish a resource bank of local education agency personnelt

who can provide technical assistance in Compehsatory
Education '14. Train 200 parents in the operation of district-wide parentadvisory councils

15. Publish a resource handbook for parents that will provideguidance to such parents in reinforcing theirechildren's
learning in the home

16. Prepare a State evaluation
report comprising measures of studentperformance in Compensatory Education programs, for submissioiljtothe U.S. Office of Education as required by federal regulationsand to the local education agencies so that program successesand failuies may be used to improve Compensatory Education

programs during Fiscal Year 1976
17: Prepare a plan for implementing the State. Compensatory

Education'program authorized by Chapter 7A of the Public
School Laws of Maryland
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18. Review the Baltimore City Density Aid program to ensure

compliance with the State regulations pertaining to section

128B of the Public School Laws of Maryland

Pupil ervices

1., Implement model guidance demonstration projects in four regions

of the. State

2. Train:1.00 Maryland educators in the use of the Socio-Psychological

Approach to Drug Abuse curriculum

3. Encodrage expansion of student involvement in the educative

process though passage of a State Board'Bylaw on Student

Responsibilities and Rights and the development of 24 local

documents on Students' Rights and Responsibilities

4. Encourage expansion of student involVement in the educative

process so that there are (a) an increase of 25 percent in

membership in the Maryland Association of Student Councils,

and (b) a 25 percent increase in the number of students on

State Committees.

5. Encourage inservice program development skill's of LEA pupil

service supervisors

Provide 200 counselors and other pupil services.practitioners

with skills in counseling youth with drug-associated problems

7. Increase skills in career guidance and placement for 451

western Maryland counselors

Education

1. Increase enrollment in the Adult General Education program by
,

15 percent,- from 98,000 to 112,000 j)articipants

2. Design credit courses in adult education to be offered in six

higher education institutions in consortia with local education

agencies, colleges and universities

3. Increase the number of Local Education Agency Adult Learning

Centers to fifteen,

r, 3
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,4. Increase by 20 percent the number of4,-industrial sites or
agencies which co- sponsor adult continuing education pro-

.

(-,grams for employees

, Innovative Programs

a
1. Provide Federal funds through competitive proposal evaluation

to develop innovative and/or exemplary programs in local school
systems in the areas of critical educational priority established
by the State Board of Education in 1972; i.e., human relations,
reading, early childhood education; career education, and
improved teacher preparation

2. Assist each LEA in which'a Federal Title III proposal has been
funded to implement the proposal-effectively, particularly in
the areas of evaluation and fiscal accountability

. Identify worthy innovative proposals prepared by local school-.

systems fOr possible State funding support. Monitor approved
projects and disseminiate information about successful activities
among all local school systems

Coordination of Services

1. Conduct monthly meetings of Regional Coordination Committees to
exchange information on regional and State programs, interests,
needs and concerns

2. Collect, analyze, and communicate informational data regarding.
educational programs, in order to define and interpret the
needs of the regions and local school systems and to plan
appropriate actions

3. Coordinate personnel, finances'and staff development activities
to support-educational programs, in order to eliminate duplica7
tion of effort and to ensure the convergence of resources

4. Coordinate information and services of the Department in response
to specific requests made by local school systems
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Career Education.

1. Provide skill in career edUcation program development for 65

teachers and administrators in southern Maryland, as measured

. by post-training instruments

2. Provide 100 percent of the students in three high schools in

southern Maryland with access to 'a cbmprehensiVe career

information system

3. 'Make .available career resource notebooks and foreign language

brochures to all LEA-Jtaff respodsible for career education

2.3 Support Activity' Objectives

Accountability

.Complete the,dissemination of the Maryland Ac6ountability

Report to the Governor andall members of the General

Assembly by. January 15, 1975 /

2. Refine the operation of the Maryland Accountability Assessment

Program (MAAP) on the basis of the eValuation of the Spring

1974 assessment experience

3. Replicate Maryland Accountability Assessment Program (MAAP) in

Spring of .1975,

4. Develop or identi,fy additional instruments in mathematics4and

other critical areas, if, funds are approved

1. Increase the inforMation and timeliness'of accounting reports
q

to the Department by modifying the present program-oriented

information system to include accounting for prior-year

expenditure2

0 do
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2. ,Improve procedure for paying invoices by developing a program
for computer processing of transmittals to the Comptroller's
Office-

*Accreditation of Institutions of Higher Education

1. Ensure that Maryland colleges and universities comply-wi h
standard's established by the State Board of,Education

2. Publish a listing of State-accredited Maryland colleges an
universities

. ,

3. Develop a plan for the evaluation of competencybased teacher
education programs

Auditing

1. Expand auditing function to include State aid programs not
now under audit and assist in,improvement of departmental
and local policies and procedures

Automatic0Data Processing

1. Operate 20 ADP applications, producing agreed-upon reports
according to schedule

2. Complete the redesign of six major ADP applications
3. Develop agreed-upon, FY 1975 assessment data processing system

for Maryland Accountability Program

Budget and Fiscal Planning

. 'Present fiscal 1976 budgets to the Department of Budget and
Fiscal Planning by September 1, 1974

2. Develop computer 'model for State aid and School finance data3

3. 'Train local budget and finance officers in the use of new pro-
'gram 'financial reporting methods; conditional on State Board
approval of additional section of the Maryland Financial
Reporting Manual

fiu
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Certification,of Educational Personnel

1. Provide an average of three weeks tun- around time in the

evaluation of credentials and determination of certificatibn

status for all applicants for the Maryland teaching certificate

Management Information Services

1. 1,r.aduce long-range design for MSDE information systems development

2. Produce project plan. for the current and near future portions of

the long-range design and of the local-State-Federalplan 1

.3. Provide satisfactory continuing internal services and consufla-

tion, internal and external information system liaison

Planning

1. Develop long -range- plans for the Department which are consistent

with requirements of the Executive and Legislative branches of

State Government

2. Train special educational services personnel from the MSDE,

each county, Baltimore City, andicertain State hospital;\in

the use of a long-range planning and evaluation model, with

emphasis on those skills necessary for preparation of the five

year plans required by law

3. Provide the technical planning assistance required by MSDE and

local school system special educational services personnel to

complete five year plans as scheduled

4. Train selected personnel from each MSDE organizational unit

in the use of a long-range planning and evaluation model with

emphasis on those skills required to complete one and five

year plans for the Department

5. Provide for each local system requesting such service a program

to train two staff members to train Aber LEA personne; in the

use of a basic planning and evalpation model

6. Coordinate MSDE planning activities With those of other State

agencies having common goals. and objectives

'5 '7
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Personnel Services,

1. Review all professional personnel records, request transcripts
of employment records frot other agencies where necessary, and
initiate requests to the Department of Personnel for revision
of entrance-on-duty dates, where appropriate, for establishing
eligibility for service credit and related sick and annual
leave benefits, as provided in latest revisions of the law

2. Prepare data cards including information on race, sex, salary,
job assignment, and job location for all employees, in compliance
with Federal law

3. Complete review oeall merit system positions to verify appro-
priate classification

4. Hold vacancy rate to a level of four percent

Publications

1. Publish by deadline the Laws, Directory of Public Education,
as well as curriculum guides, special information broChures
and other printed materials needed by the Department

Research and Evaluation

1. Provide consultative services to elements of State and Local
Education administrations in research and evaluation, to the
limits of available resources

2. Develop assessment component of. the Maryland Accountability
Program

3. Publish "Review of'Educational Research"
4. Develop survey forms to gather data from local school systems

to comply With Federal regulations relating to Title .1 of the
Elementary and Secondary Education Act.
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School Construction

1. "-Advise and assist in the preparation of educational specifica-

tions on 60 percent of projects approved for State funding, using

a team consisting of an edUcation consultant, architect, and

equipment specialist or staff personnel; and participate in

the review of schematic designs for 90 percent of State-funded

projects

2. Improve planning skills of all local facilities planners through

a Statewide conference followed by a series of seminars

3. Develop an evaluating instrument to measure how well school

facilities in use respond to environment envisioned at the time

of design

Statistical Services

1. ,Publish Facts About Maryland Public Education, 'Annual Statistical

Review, and Federal Program Expenditures

2. Provide consultative services to elements,of the MSDE in statis-

tical services, including forms administration

3. Administer pupil, staff, financial and tranportation statistical

information systems

4. Complete statistical reports required by the Federal government

and the National Education Association

5. Complete recurring statistical publications (enrollment, staff,

finance, salary schedules.)

2.4 Vocational Rehabilitation Objectives

Eligible disabled persons in Maryland constitute 3.2 percent

of the total population. Additionally, the incidence of newly dis-

abled occurs at an annual rate of 0.003 percent.' The 1975 population

of Maryland is estimated at 4,247,800 and the total eligible dis-

abled including those newly disabled is determined to be 137,400.
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The Divi on provides services to the disabled under
three distinct categories: a) general and special rehabilitation
programs, b) the Disability Determination Program, and c) the
Maryland Rehabilitation Center-

a) General and Special Rehabilitation

1. To,serve 39,520 disabled and rehabilitate 8,342 under Section
110 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973

2. To serve 2,700 and rehabilitate 300 persons under the Beneficiary
kehabilitation Program

3. To serve 900 and rehabilitate 100 persons under the Supplemental
Security Inco-me

4. To serve an additional:3,105 persons under other programs and
rehabilitate 503 of this number

5.* To concentrate on serving 22,000 severely disabled citizens and
rehabilitating 3,400

6.* To serve 10,600 of the Public Assistance recipients and
rehabilitate 1,900 of them

b) Disability Determination

1. To adjudicate 42,000 disability determinations to assess indi-
viduals' insurance entitlement under provisions of the Social
Security Act and amendments of 1972

2. To refer 8,000 cases to the Division of Vocational Rehabilitation
for vocational rehabilitation services

c) Maryland Rehabilitation Center

1. To admit for rehabilitation services and serve 1,050 clients
2. To achieve a daily census of 300clients
3. To serve 75 spinal cord injured persons
4. To provide evaluation for 500 disabled persons
5. To provide training for'550 disabled persons.

CO
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CHAPTER 3 ACCOUNTABILITY INFORMATION: STATE-LEVE

3.1 Statement of State Goals

For many years previous to the accountability movement,

the goals of education were implied but seldom specified. Obviously,

mastery of the basic skills for literacy has always been a goal,

but many other areas of concern to citizens and educators have not

consistently had goals clearly identified. The Maryland Educational

Accountability Act calls for goals and objectives to be specified

on the State, the local school system, and the individual school

levels. Befdre measurable objectives can be written, the more

general goals of education must be determined.
9

The State Plan for Educational Accountability adopted

by the State Board of Education called for the recommendation, by

June, 1973, of State goals in education, to be formulated by the

State Advisory Committee on Accountability. Previously, a state-

wide needs assessment study had been conducted to determine what

general goals the public atlarge had for public education in

Maryland. In addition, the State AdVisory Committee worked inten-

sively with three goals committees. These goals committees in

reading, writing, and mathematics were composed of curriculum

specialists in the three basic skills. Together they drafted,

redrafted, and finally agreed upon the following Statewide Goals

in Reading, Writing, and, Mathematics, which were recommended to

and approved by, the State Board of Education.



3.1.1 A

Statewide Goals in Reading, Writing, and Mathematics(Approved 6/20/73)

Students in the public school systems of Maryland, upon
completion of programs in reading, writing and mathematics
established by the local school, should achieve at least a minimum
level'of skills and should be able to use these skills in everyday
life.

3.1.2 Goals in Reading

Each Maryland student who has achieved the objectives
for reading established by the local school, shOuld:

UTILIZE A VARIETY OF READING MATERIALS

In this goal, a student identifies his own purposes
for using reading materials, and from a wide variety of available
materials, selects those which are suitable level of difficulty
and in content. ,Such materials include both p int (e.g., books,
newspapers, periodicals, vertical files, docu ents) and non-print
(e.g., films, records, transparencies, maps, globes, charts).

2. USE A WORD RECOGNITION SYSTEM

The achievement of this goal enables a student to
perform two tasks which are basic to success in reading. First, he
knows and can apply a system for recognizing unfamiliar words.
Secondly, he can instantaneously and simultaneously pronounce
words and determine their meaning in a particular context. Such
a system includes the use of the necessary picture, context,
structural, phonic, and authority (i.e., glossary, dictionary) clues.
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3. COMPREHEND VARIOUS READING MATERIALS

To accomplish this goal, the student must think

literally, critically, and creatively about the intent of the

communication. Thus, the student must develop a method for using

the pattern of thought in the message in order to understand the

meaning and to draw inferences. In this process, he uses his own

experiences and knowledge about the content to ask a variety of

questions and to fin9 suitable answers to these.

4. -MEET THE READING DEMANDS FOR FT)NCTIONING IN SOCIETY

This goal prepares the student to survive in society

by helping him to cope with everyday reading experiences (i.e.,

following directions, locating references, gaining information,

understanding forms, and attaining personal development). Since

it establishes minimum performance level for students, this goal

is of prime importance.

5. SELECT READING AS A PERSONAL ACTIVITY

The essence of this goal is the student's personal

enjoyment and appreciation of the reading process whereby he 'can ,

and does read. The development of such a positive attitude must

not be left to chance, but instead it must include the continuous,

building of reading interest, desire, and habit as an integral

part of all reading instruction throughout the State.
o

3
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3.1.3 Goals in Writing

Each Maryland student who has achieved the objectives
for writing established by the local school, should:

1. USE THE WRITING PROCESS TO COMMUNICATE PERSONAL FEELINGSAND IDEAS,'OBSF4BVING ACCEPTED CONVENTIONS OF WRITING

The essential feature of this goal free expression.
The student has something personal he wants to express for his own
use or to communicate to others. Accepted conventions of writing
include items like spelling, grammar, usage, and sentence structure,
which are generally accepted as correc by society.

2. USE THE WRITING PROCESS TO RESPOND TO THE DEMANDS AND
OBLIGATiONS OF SOCIETY, OBSERVING ACCEPTED CONVENTIONS
OF SOCTEtt

A. le

In this goal, the student responds because he has been
'asked to write or because he finds himself in a, situation that
requires him to write. This would include social correspondence,
business transactions, and scholastiewriting. Organization,
development, and form of writing would lie important as well as the
mechanics of writing.

3.

N
VALUE WRITING FOR PERSONAL AN SOCIAL REASONS

This goal focuses upon attitudes about writing and
upon typical writing behavior. The student recognizes the value
of writing in his own daily life and for society in-general, is
willing to write ifi response to impulse or requirement, and gets "

satisfaction from writing something well.
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3.1:4 Goals in Mathematics

Each Maryland student who has achieved the objectives

for Mathematics established by the local school, should:

1. RECALL AND/OR RECOGNIZE MATHEMATICAL DEFINITIONS, FACTS
AND SYMBOLS

These are the simplest of mathematical tasks but are an

essential aspect of achievement. The level of difficulty in this

category will depend more on exposure to the material and on memory

than on developed skill.

2. PERFORM MATHEMATICAL MANIPULATIONS
l

The tasks in this category require the individual to

carry out single operations and procedures (or sequences/of these)

that have been previously learned and are specifically requested.

Such tasks will reqUIre developed skill but will not require any

decision as to which process or sequence of processes is needed

(e.g., algorithm). It is in this category hat all straightfoiWard'

computation is included from simple additio to operations with

complex numbers; it also includes solution of equations, evaluation

/ of functions, etc. In any case the tasks the individual is required

k.,

o perform involve only the rote application of learned techniques.

3. UNDERSTAND MATHEMATICAL CONC PTS AND PROCESSES

In this catego'iy the individual will perform tasks which

include the following possible kinds of translations within a

mathematical context:

Verbal to mathematical (e.g., wprds to symbols)

Mathematical to verbal (e.g., symbols to words)

f35
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Mathematical to mathmatical (e.g., translating
from one kind of representatiOn'to another like
an equation to a graph of the equation)

Mathematical to physical (e.g., use of charts
to explain fractions)

Physical to mathematical (e.g., developing
formulas for physical)

Verbal to verbal (e.g., explanation)
7

1

4. SOLVE SPECIFIC MATHEMATICAL PROBLEMS

Co

This category requires the individual to demonstrate
the ability to select-knowledge, skills, information, and techniques
ridded, to solve a particul r problem and to apply such background
in actually solving the problem.

Included will be taski ranging from routine to
unfamiliar, from specific to abtract, and from those whose
solutions are straightforward to those which require ingenuity and
insight.

(/Included will be much of the consumer mathematics
used by the majority of adults. Also included will be the ability
to follow a proof, find a flaw in a proof, construct a deductive
proof (as in a geometry problem).

The common characteristic of tasks in this category will
be that they require the individual to analyze a problem and deterkine
a sequence of steps which will lead to a clearly specified outcome
(whether the outcome is finding the cost of a purchase or proving
a theorem).

1

61 6
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5.. USE MATHEMATICAL REASONING AND PROCESSES TO MEET PERSONAL

AND SOCIETAL NEEDS

(
This category is a combination of those mathematical

abilities which are open-ended and which require the use of

mathematical techniques and patterns of thought in ,an independent

and constructive way.

Tasks in this categoty require the ability to transfer

and utilize knowledge in new situations, to recognize patterns,

to draw Conclusions from given data, to plan for the future on the

basis of present information, and to use mathematical reasoning

to make optimum decisions.

Tasks in this category also include the ability to

recognize the existence of a problem, to state it formally, td

formulate hypotheses, and to ascertain if the problem has a unique

solution. Making judgments about the sufficiency of conditions

and the determination of the minimum conditioris necessary for proof,

the disproof of the hypotheses by counterexample; and pr9of by

iAduction all come under this heading.

6. APPRECIATE AND USE MATHEMATICS

A. RECOGNIZE THE IMPORTANCE AND RELEVANCE'OF
MATHEMATICS TO THE INDIVIDUAL AND TO SOCIETY.

This goal does not necessarily involve enjoyment of

mathematics or participation in'the development of ideas, but rather

it focuses on the acceptance of mathematics as being worthwhile

the individual recognizes that mathematics is necessary whether

or not he uses it or enjoys studying it. For example, the

individual should recognize the contribution that mathematics has

made to the progress of civilization, especially in the sciences.

There should also be appreciation of the elegance, economy, and

'techniques of mathematics.
rwl)/
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ENJOY MATHEMATICS.

Emphasis should be placed on the enjoyment involved in
acquiringa knowledge ograthematics and in the satisfaction gained
from using it rat.her than on the amount that is learned. Similarly,
it is hoped;that the individual would not dislike or fear mathematics.

C. USE THE CONTENT AND TECHNIQUES OF MATHEMATICS.

When the mathematics is relevant and appropriate,
individuals should use what they have leained.

D. PARTICIPATE IN THE LEARNING OF MATHEMATICS BEYOND
THAT WHICH IS MERELY REQUIRED AND.ACTIVELY SEEK
TO FURTHER PERSONAL DEVELOPMENT IN THE AREA OF
MATHEMATICS.

T e goal.. relates to the individual's development of a
curiosity ab ut mathematics as-well as a readiness td engage in4,
activities a. this area (i.e., independent of school and/oTi job
assignments). 'In contrast Vo the objectives in other categories,
independent action rather than reaction i stressed. This goal
emphasizes that the individual should actively seek participation
and further developMent of his skills in mathematics. This is
opposed to merely passing judgment or,using the principles'learned
when this was required.

CL

I (1
(le;
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3.2 . Accountability Data, State-Level

3.2.1 Introduction

On following pages will be found-data relative( to
.

,

the results o he assessment component of the. Maryland Educ tional

Accountability Program. These.data provide base line infor ation 0

useful for comparison with reports in subsequent years.. They are

presented to show certain current levels of (1) selected community

characteristics;, (2) seledted school characteristics; and (3)

selected areas of pupil ability and academic achievement.

Additional State-level information Irela,ted to the
e,

effectiveness of Maryland public schools it provided in-Appendix C,

Complementary State -Lee] Data. This Appendix furnishes illustrative

information from:

3.2.2

the Maryland Basic Skills Reading Mastery Test°

the College Entrance Examination BOard (CEEB)

Admission Testing Program, in which many Maryland
college-bound studelfts participated

the Maryland High School Graduate Follow-Up Study,
1973, for students who had .been graduated in the

Spring 1973.

Definitions of Terms, Descriptions of Table Formats,
Data Sources

The assessment procedures and descriptions of table

formats are presented as Appendix A, Assessment Procedures Used

C9

3-9

,



in the Accountability Program, which can be consulted as the need
arises. This Appendix, written so that the interested citizen can/.

. use it, provides:

Discussion of the instruments used in,the.assessmentponent

defin.tions of terms presented in the various tables
descriptions of the various table. toimats
the sources of data presented in the tables.

3.2.3 Order of Tables

In presenting State-level (as well as local school system-
and individual scheol-level) accountability ,data, it is heuristic
to describ first the Community and Public School Resources Profile,
whi h pr vides information on basic background factors Intimately
relate o student performahce on ability and achievement tests.
Placed f rst, on the left.hand page, this Profile can be used by
the reader as a 'reference source of,essential background information,.
when examining the succeeding tables on the nonverbal ability and
academic achievement test results of this assessment component.

State-level:Accountability assessment data, thus., are
presented in the following tables:

Table 1. 'Community and Public'School ResourcesProfile

Table 2: Nonverbal Ability (Average Standard Age
Score) and Academic Achievement (Average
Grade Equivalence), by Skill Areas
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'STATE OF MARYLAND

TABLE 1. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL:irESOURCES PROFILE*

A. COMMUNITY'CHARACTERISTICS

(1)

TOTAL
POPULATION

(2)

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME

. (3)

PERCENT
DISADVANTAGED

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
..-

3,922,391 $11,063 20.6 S

(%)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
MALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

(5)

EDUCATIONAL-LEVEL
FEMALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

. 12.1
12.1

B. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPTEMBER, 1973)

(6)

TOTAL
SCHOOL

ENROLLMENT

(7)

AVERAGE.
TEACHER
SALARY

(8)

AVERAGE
ADMINISTRATOR

SALARY

(9)

AVERAGE
YEARS

TEACHING
EXPERIENCE

(10)

AVERAGE
YEARS

ADMINISTRATOR
EXPERIENCE

911,097 111,164 $19,079 9.7 20.1

(11)

PERCENT STAFF
MASTERS DEGREES

OR ABOVE

(12)

SCHOOL LEVEL
PUPIL/STAFF

RATIO

(133

PERCENT
AVG. DAILY
ATTENDANCE

24.5 19.6 92.3

C. FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-1973 SCHOOL YEAR)

(14)i1

TOTAL
PER PUPIL

COST

(15)

PER PUPIL
INSTRUCTIONAL

COSTS

(16)

PERCENT
EEXPENSES

ALLOTTED TO
INSTRUCTION

(17)

PER PUPIL
ADMINISTRATIVE
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

COSTS
1996.11 1742.29 74.7 126.91

(18)

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

ADMINISTRATION
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

(19)
PER PUPIL

PUPIL PERSON
NEL SERVICES

COSTS

(20)

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

PUPIL PERSONNEL
SERVICES

2.7 $10.27 1.0

*SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE.
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STATE OF MARYLAND

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE. SCORE),
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),

BY SKILL AREAS

SKILL
AREAS

(1)

GRADE

(2)

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLE3*

(3)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED**

(4)

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

.
(5)

AVERAGE
STANDARD

AGE
SCORE
(SAS)t

(6)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(7)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EOUIyALENCE
(GEItt

(8)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(1)

VOCABuL,RY

a

3 69033 93.56 Bei 99.6 16.94 3.52 1.20

5 72335 94.25 866 100.8 16.66 5.25 1.63
.

7 75648 88.16 232 101.1 16.95 6.91 1.99

9 71293 86.34 224 102.2 16.97 8.60 2.12

(2)

READING
COMPRE-
HENSION

3

_

69033 93.72 889 99.6 16.94 3.57 1.29

.

5

.

72335 94.28 866 100.8

,

16.66 5.31 1.55

7 75648 88.23 232 101:1 .16.95 6.93 1.84 .

9 71293 86.96 224 102.2 16.97 8.42 2.06

(3)

SPELLING

3 69033 93.59' 889 99.6 16.94 4.06
, .

1.42

5 72335 94.34 866 100.8 16.66 5.56 1.79

7 75648 88.15 232 101.1 16.95 7.06 2.17

9 71293 86.11 224 102.2 16.97 8.56 2.32

(.)

CAPITAL
IZATION

3 69033 93.60 . 889 99.6 16.94 3.90 1.35

5 72335 94.35 866 100.8 16.66 5.51 1.70

7 75648 88.07 232 101.1

_

16.95 7.09 2.10

9 71293 86.01 - 224 102.2 16.97 8.62 2.33

(5)

(PUNCTUATION

3 , 69033 93.53 889 99.6 16.94 3.97 1.44

5 72335 94.32 866 100.8 16.66 5.48 1.67

7 75648

.

87.99 232 101.1 16.95 6.92 2.08

9 71293 . 85.92 224 102.2 16.97 8.40 2.30

* AS OF 9/30/73. ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.

*4 NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, .1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.

t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST. NONVERBAL BATTERY.; FORM 1, 1971 EDITION.

THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM 6ROOP FOR F.RADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARF 1001 NATIONAL SD . 16.

+t GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE

NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, 9.4, VARYING SLIGHTLY

FOR EACH SKILL AREA.

r)

a L)
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STATE OF MARYLAND

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE),AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),
BY SKILL AREAS

(CONTINUED)

SKILL
AREAS

11)

GRADE

12)

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLED *

(3)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED **

(4)

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

(5)

AVERAGE
STANDARD

AGE
SCORE
(SAS) P

(61

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(7)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
(GE) +t

(8)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(61

.

LANGUAGE
USAGE

3 69033 93.59 889 99.6 16.94 3.73 1.40

5 72335 94.33 866 100.8 0 16.66
,

5.39 1.75

7 75648 88.03 232 101.1 16.95 7.05 2.09

9 71293 86.04 224 102.2 16.417 1.'39 2.33

(7)

LANGUAGE
TOTAL

3 69033 93.12 8 9 99.6 16.94 3.93 1.23

5 T2335 94.08 866 100:8 16.66 5.50 1.53

7 75648 87.09
4iii 101.1 16.95 7.05 1.86

9 71293 84.45 224 102.2 16.97 8.52 2.05

18)

MATHEMATICAL
CONCERKS

3 69033 93.65 889 99.6 16.94 3.62 1.05

5 72335 94.41 866

1

F 100.8 16.66 5.62 1.51

7 75648 88.00 232 101.1 16.95 7.32 1.80

9 71293 96.47 224 102.2 16.97 8.86 1.99

(91

MATHEMATICAL
PROBLEMS

3 69033 93.58 889 99.6 16.94 3.57 1.11

5 72335 94.40 866 100.8 16.66 5.40 1.38

7 75648 87.89 232 101.1 16.95 7109 1.75

9 71293 86.24 224 102.2 16.97 8.53 1.97

(10)

MATHEMATICAL
TOTAL

3 69033 93.48 889 99.6 16.94 3.61 1.02

5 72335 94.34 066 100.8 16.66 5.53 1.36

7 75648 87.44 232 101.1 16.95 7.23 1.68

9 71293 85.75 224 102.2 16.97 8.72 1.85

* AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.

** NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.

STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION.THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 1001 NATIONAL SD 16.

r. GRADE EOulvALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC srrus, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THENATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, AND 9.4, VARYIN SLIcHTLYFOR EACH SKILL AREA.

,A*
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CHAPTER 4. -

e
AND .INDIVIDUAL SCHOOLS

,ACCOUNTABILITY INFORMATION: LOCAL SCHOOL SYSTEMS

4.1 Introduction

4.1.1 Chapter Outline

Presented in this Chapter is information rel ted to

education accountability on the local school system le el. .

Included are both statements on educational goals and'objectives

enunciated by the 24 local school systems and also local results

of the statewide prpgram of accountabijity assessment.

These data are presented for: (1) the 18cal school .

systemAr which results from individual schools within the

'systems having grades 3, 5, 7, or 9 (excluding special educatibn

schools) are aggregated; and (2) each such individual School within

the system. For ungraded schools, results were grOuped and reported

by nominal grade level, depending upon pupils' birthdates or Tears

of preVious schooling, excluding kindergarten.

Chapter 4 is organized so that accountability information

is presented school system-by-school system:

a. For each local school system, a statement
of goals and objectives serves as introduction;

b. Then, data on the system level are shown in

Table 1. Community and Public School Resources
Profile.

Table 2. Nonverbal Ability (Average Standard Age
Score) and Academic Achievement (Average
Grade Equivalence) by Skill Areas.

a I1



c. Data are then reported on the individual schoolswithin the system, in the following*Tables:
Table 3. School Level--Community and Public

School Resources Profile
Table 4. Relation of Athievement to Maryland

Norms, by Skill Areas, with Nonverbal
Ability Statistically Controlled.

Table 5. Relation of Achievement to Maryland
Norms, by Skill Areas, with Nonverbal
Ability and Socioeconomic Status
Statistically Controlled.

School-Level Tables

As was explained in Chapter 3, Community and Public
School Resources Profile precedes tables on ability and achievement
test results, on both the school system and individual school
levels. In this way, community and school factors can be taken
into account by the reader as he examines the tables on ability
and achievement test data.

Table 4 provides information on.achievement test results
(in four skill areas of ITBS)'for selected grades (3,5,7,9) in
individual schools within each school system,, in relation to
the achievement results of other Maryland schools, at the same
grade level, after the effects of ability (CAT Nonverbal scores)
are statistically controlled. Table 5 presents the same information
when both ability (CAT Nonverbal Scores) and socioeconomic factors
(educational level of mother and level of family income), are
statistically controlled. The statistical technique employed is
called Regression Analysis. The rationale for using this procedure
and information about the equations and computations involved appear
in Appendix B, The Use of Regression Analysis in the Accountability
Program.
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In both Tables 4 and 5, "Difference" scores for each

skill area are computed by subtracting the average ITBS score

obtained by each tested grade level at each school from the Mary-

land Norm, the score that might be expected for that school and

grade if ability and/or socioeconomic factors were controlled

statistically. In order to identify "Diffrence" scores that may

be considered arbitr4rily significant for,practical purposes (i.e.,

indicating school grades that achieve very well or very poorly),

an asterisk has been placed, in the two tables, next to such

"Difference" (residual) scores. The asterisk identifies grade

levels in each school that have "Difference" scores lying two

standard deviations above or below the mean of.,the distribution

of the "Difference" (residual) scores; i.e., at the extreme ends of

the distribution.

The following41;an Sxplanation of the symbols and

abbreviations appearing on the Tables:
ti

SAS - Standard Age Score derived from Cognitive
Abilities Test, Nonverbal Battery, Form 1,
1971 edition. The means for the national
norm group for grades 3,5,7 and 9 are-100;
National SD.= 16.

Average SAS - The average Standard Age Score computed
y grade for the individual School.

GE ade Equivalence derived from IOWA Tests
of basic Skills, Form 5, 1971 edition. The
medians for the school means in the national
norm group for grades 3,5,7 and 9 are approxi-
mately 3.8, 5.8, 7.8, and 9.4, varying slightly
for each skill area (see Appendix A).
National SD for grade Equivalence not
available.

Maryland Norm - See the discussion of this term in
Appendi B, The Use of Regression Analysis
in the A countability Program.

Difference - The result of subtracting an observed
average Grade Equivalance score from the
Maryland norm.

7
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The reader is referred to Appendix A for discusssion
of the measurement instruments utilized and explanation of the
table fotmats displayed in Chapter 4.

4.1.3 Listing of Schools

Tables on individual school level accountability--Tables
3, 4, and 5--are treated as a set of intact data for each
individual school. Thus,'"for any'school system, the first 14
schools (or as many as can be fitted on a table shell) will be
described by Tables 3, 4, and 5, followed by the next 14 or so
schools described by their set of Tables 3, 4, and 5, and so on
until all the eligible schools in a system have been reported on.
Each set of tables is indexed with the schools covered in that
set of Tables (e.g., Allegany County, Barton-mortheast). All
schools are arrangedalphabetically within three major divisions:
elementary; middle/combined; secondary.



LOCAL SCHOOL SYSTEM LEVEL--ACCOUNTABILITY ASSESSMENT INFORMATION

4.2 ALLEGANY COUNTY

School System Goals and Objectives

A. Goal Setting Activities. The system goals of Allegany

County, which have been approved by the Maryland State Department

ofEducation, were developed within the framework of the State-

.wide goals.

The local Assistant Superinterident-Instruction appointed

committees in the areas of mathematics, reading, and writing.

These committees were comprised of both elementary and secondary

school principals, supervisors, an classroom teachers. The

classroom teachers were selected ffbm a recommended list submitted

by the Allegany County Teachers' Association. Each committee

developed a suggested list of system goals and of sample school

and instructional objectives. These goals were submitted to the

faculty of each school for discussion and recommendations. The

suggestions from the schools were then sent to the committees for

use in the preparation of the local system goals. After the

system goals were established, each school formed committees to

formulate the school objectives. These objectives are now in the

process of being reviewed and will be submitted in a later report.



B. Allegany County School System Goals. Based upon the
State-wide goals in Reading, Writing, and,Mathematics, adopted bythe Maryland State Board of Education,* Allegany County hasdeveloped the following Local System Goals:

In Reading each student who has completed the elementary- -tecondary reading program of this school system:

1.A. Should be able to identify his own purposes-for
using print and nonprint materials.

1.B. Should be able to select from a wide variety of
available print and nonprint materials those whieL
are suitable both in level of difficulty and in
content.

2.A. Should be able to identify and apply a system he
can use for recognizing words and determining
their appropriate meaning. Such a system includes
skills of picture, context, structural, phonic,
and authority glossary, dijctionary, peer)
clues.

2.B. Should be able to pronounce man 'words and iden-
tify their appropriate meanings.

3.A. Should be able to determine the intent of the
communication by identifying the pattern of thought
(e.g., style, time, mood, cause-effect, sequence)
used by the author.

3.B. According to his own experiences and knowledge
about the content, should be able to ask a variety
of questions which cause him to ,think literally
(i.e., reading of the lines); critically (i.e.,
reading between the lines); and creatively (i.e.,
reading beyond the lines) about material and to
find suitable answers to those questions.

4.A. Should be able to follow directions.

4.B. Should be able to locate references.

4.C. Should be able to gain information.

*See Chapter Three for the State-wide goals. The numbering of goalsfor each school system reflects the numbering of the State goalsto which they apply.



4.D. Shpuld be able to understand forms.

4.E. Should be able to attain personal development.

5.A. Should have a positive attitude toward reading

indicated by an interest in reading, and a desire

to read.

In Writing each student who has completed the elemenT

tary-secondary writing program of the Allegany County School

System:
4.1

1.A. Records his thoughts, feelings, and plans for'his

own use, observing the linguistic form, the level

of usage, the rhetorical form, and the mechanics
appropriate for him and for the type of writing.

1.B. Communicates his thoughts, feelings, and plans
observing the linguistic form, the level of usage,

the rhetorical form, and the mechanics appropriate

for his audience, for his purpose, and for the

occasion.

2.A. Writes in a scholastic situation, observing the
linguistic form, the level of usage, the rhetorical
form, and the mechanics appropriate for him, for

his audience, for his purpose, and for the occasion.

2.B. Writes in a business or vocational situation, ob-

serving the linguistic form, the level of usage,

the rhetorical form, and the mechanics appropriate

fOr him, for his audience, for his purpose, and

for the occasion.

2.C. Writes in a social situation, observing the linguistic

form and thd mechanics appropriate for him, for his

audience, for his purpose, and for the occasion. fi

3.A. Evidences an awareness of the necessity of writing

for a variety of personal and social needs appro-
priate for him.

3.B. Evidences the benefits and the personal satisfac-

tion resulting from his ability to write effec-

,tively.

In Mathematics each student who has completed the

elementary-secondary school mathematics program of the Allegany

County School System should be able to:

4-7



1.A. Recall and =identify mathematical symbols.

1.B. Recall and state mathematical facts.

1.C. Recognize and recall terms and definitions usedin mathematics.

2.A. Perform basic operations.

Z.B. Sollie.number sentences.

2.C. Obtain thformation from graphs,; charts, tables,
or manipulative devices.

Repoduce geometric figures.

3.A. Use symbols, facts, and definitions to make'
mathematical sentences.

3.B. Translate a mathematical sentence into a verbal
sentence.

3.C. Express verbally the understanding of concepts'and processes.

3.D: Explain spatial relationships using geometricconcepts.

3.E. Transform a physical model to a mathematical
expression.

3.F. Transform a matheMatical expression to a physicalmodel.

3.G. Transform from one mathematical representation toanother.

4.A. Solve problems which are expressed in mathematical
terms.

4.B. Develop a logical conclusion and/or solve a problem
when'given a set of facts.

5.A. Analyze a situation, establish a hypothesis, and
use mathematical concepts and processes to make a
decision about a personal need.

5.B. Analyze a situation, establish a hypothesis, and
use mathematical concepts and processes to make
decisions as a member of a group.

4-8



6.A. Recognize the value of mathematicg for individual'

and societal uses.

6.B. Demonstrate an appreciation of the aesthetic nature

of mathematics.

School System Focus. In the elementary and the secon-

dary schools, emphasis is placed upon attaining appropriate goals

and objectives in both the cognitive and theme affective domains.

In addition to teaching the basic skills, educators provide an

instructional program which is concerned with the development of

concepts and processes and with an awareness of values. In

planning the educational program and in selecting the teaching

materials,for the program, educators have been cognizant of the

individual abilities, needs, and interests of the students and

Allegany County. o

C. Comment's on the Accountability Assessment Program Results,

Im the areas tested:, vocabulary, reading comprehension, language,

and mathematics,:the results indicate that the average grade.'

equivalence scores forJalegany County are as good as or better

than the average grade equivalence scores for the State of

Maryland. However, some,significant score differendes do exist

at the individual school level.

The basic purpose of assessment is to make determinations

about learning programs. 'Our supervisors, principals, counselors,

and teachers are'examining the appropriate curriculum areas to

xplore the probable.reasons for the test score variations of

our students and the score variations of these students compared
1'

with pther students at the same county, state, and national levels.

As an example, a school which.has been piloting a,special mathe-

maticS program showed a consistently higher'level\of achievement
for grades 3 and 5, suggesting (ehat the program fact,

succeeding. However, three schools appear to have,a significantly

low& score variatio/in mathematics, and a close examination is

being made of the program in these schools.

AJ)though the county professionals recognize that this

test may be used as an instrument to identify individual and

group deficiencies by item analysis, they qnestion the value of

this test as an instrument to measure growt1P4andachievement.

Progresseof Schools Toward System. and r School Go#1s

not' Covered by State Assessment Instruments. In addition to

teaching the basic skills that are measured by State.assessment

instruments, Allegany County educatorg are concerned with a

structured, seq4ential writing program; a complete, Balanced

reading programi a sequential, individualized mathematics

program--all

(11-.)
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At this time, all of the skill objectives of theseprograms are not covered by State assessment instruments. Addi-tionally, the mAjor aspect of the educational
program--to preparethe student to function effectively as an individual and as aresponsible, contributing member of society--is not ,covered bythe State assessment Vfttruments. This involves teaching thestudent to think logically, to listen and to view critically,to verbalize effectively, and to read for both profit and pleasure.Therefore, local educators are making progress in the assessmentorthese objectives through teacher-made tests and teacher obserVa-tions in the individual schools. We are also studying the designof tests to measure growth in these learning objectives notcovered in the State assessment program.

Program Modification Activities. Allegany. County hasprovided an instrument for recording school objectives and otherpertinent information.

ALLEGANY COUNTY BOARD OF EDVCATIOie

- Objectives for

Subject Area
School

Statewide Coal:

County Goal:
Objective Level Method of Measurement

Date of
Assecament
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TA.

*

This instrument may be used to modify school objectives whenever

nece8qary. During the past year, the,County has provided several'

ihservi e meetings to assist some educators in the interpretation
.

and the(c application of the statistical information obtained
from

testing. Additional inservice meetings for all educators will

beAonductV next,year, A decision was made to assess the,program

at the end of the third, sixth, eighth, and twelfth grades. Also,

the County has requested that the State Department's program of

accountability consider alrsystem goals and all school objective

when assessment occurs.

E. Unmet Needs for Resources to Permit.Impn T-it of

Programs and services. Evidence exists that assessm instruments

are not adequate'to assess the entire instructional program in

the areas of mathematics, reading, and writing. Therefore, to

improve the program of accountability, Allegany Count educators

request that various tests and other instruments of easurement

be provided in, order that a more accurate and a m. e comprehensive

assessment of the meeting of school objectives may be determined.

We also request that in order to provide the public with accurate,

meaningful information concerning the students' achievements; a

better system of reporting the assessment be established.

Funding should be made available to provide for the

assignment of a staff member whose sole responsibility will be

the coordinatiori and utilization of the assessment and accounta-

bility data. Additionally, inservice funds are needed to effec-

tively articulate the program with all teachers.

ti



ALLEGANY COUNTY

TABLE 1. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE*

A: COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS

(1)

TOTAL
POPULATION

(2)

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME ,

(3)

PERCENT
DISADVANTAGED ,-

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
84,044

$6,036
32.8 .

(4)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
.

MALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOLBARS)

(5)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
FEMALES 25 YEARS
OF At'E OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)
11.6 ,-. .---1

... -... lz, . ot 11.9,
- B. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF S 973)

(6)

TOTAL
SCHOOL

ENROLLMENT
t

(7) '

AVERAGE
TEACHER
SALARY

(8)7 V-q?1,

AVERAGepOr
4'4 SALARY(
ADMINISTRA 00

(9)

tAVERAGE
YEARS

TEACHING .

EXPERIENCE

,

(10)

AVERAGE
YEARS

ADMINISTRATOR
EXPERIENCE

16,988 $10,590 $15,514 11.9 21.9

(11)

PERCENT STAFF
MASTERS DEGREES

OR ABOVE

1.
(12)

SCHOOL LEVEL
PUPIL/STAFF

RATIO

(131

PERCENT
AVG. DAILY
ATTENDANCE

34.1 20.2 95.6

C. FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-1973 SCHOOL YEAR)

(14)

TOTAL
PER PUPIL
COST

(15) t.

PER PUPIL
INSTRUCTIONAL

COSTS

(16)

PERCENT
EEXPENSES

ALLOTTED TO
INSTRUCTION

(17)

PER PUPIL
ADMINISTRATIVE
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

COSTS$890.61 $638.94 71.9
$14.52

(16)

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

- ADMINISTRATION
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

(19)

PER PUPIL
PUPIL PERSON-
NEL SERVICES

COSTS

(20)

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

PUPIL PERSONNEL
SERVICES

1.6 $5.07 0.6

*SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED
IN THIS TABLE.

g
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ALLEGANY COUNTY

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE),

AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE)
BY SKILL AREAS

r
n

SKILL
AREAS

(1)

GRADE

(21

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLED*

(3)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED*m

(4)

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

(5)
AVERAGE

STANDARD
AGE
SCORE
(SAS)(

(6)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(7)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCD
(GE) +t

(8)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(11

VOCABuLkRy

3 1214 99.34 27 102.2 14.91 3.84 .1.13

5 1296 100.00 27 105.5 15.27 5,59 1.53

7 1366 95.53 a 105.4 15.00 7.74 1.69

9 1404 93.52 8 107.1 15.51 9.30 j 2.11

(2)

READING
COMPRE--
HEN5IPN

3 1214 99.34 27 102.2 14.91 3.97 1 1.23

5 1296 100.00 27 105.5 15.27 5.50 1.48

7 1366 95.53 8 105.4 15.00 7.14 1.59

9 1404 93.52 8 107.1 15.51 8.71 1.87

(3)

sPELLINc

1--

3 1214 99.34 27 102.2 14.91 4.47 1.29

5 1296 100.00 27 105.5 15.27 5.85 1.72

7 1366 95.53 8 105.4 15.00 7.42 2.10

1---

9 1404 93.52 8 107.1 15.51 8.77 2.29

(4)

_AAITAL
IZATIW.

3 1214 99.34 27 102.2 14.91 4.60 1.29

5 1296 100.00 , 27 105.5 15.27 6.17 1.68

7 1366 95.53 8 105.4 15.00 7.92 2.17

9 1404 93.52 8 10761 15.51 9.49 2.28

(5)

%rTJATI

3 1214 t 99.34 27 102.2 14.91 4.71 1.46

5 1296 100.00 27 105.5 15.27 5.89 1.68

7 1366

1404

95.53

93.52

8 105.4 15.00 7.51 2.14

9 8 " 107.1 15.51 8.98

9.

1
2.24

* AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.

** NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.

STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BAITEPYq FnRM 1, 1971 EDITION.

THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL
NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 100, NAT1PNAL SD 16.

4+ GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DER'.vED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS,

NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY

FOR EACH SKILL AREA.

4-13

FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE
3.7, 5.7, 7.7, AND 9.4, VARYING SLIGHTLY



41.

ALLEGANY COUNTY

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE),
AND.ACADEMICACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),

BY SKILL AREAS

(CONTINUED)

SKILL
AREAS

ill

GRADE

(2)

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLED *

(31

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED **

(4)

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

(5)

AVERAGE
STANDARD

AGE
SCORE
(SAS) +

(6)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(7)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
(GE) ,I

(8)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(-Sp)

4,61)

LANGUAGE
USAGE

3 1214 99.34 27 - 102.2 14.91 4.05 1.35

5 1296
,

190.00 27 105.5 15.27 5.41 1.76

1366 95.53 a 105.4 15.00 7-07 2A-07

9 1404 9!52 8 407.1 15.51 8.53 2.32
IN

LANGUAGE
TOTAL

3 1214 99.34 27 102.2 14.91 4.46 1.19

5 1296 100.00 27 105.5 , 15.27 5.83 1.53

7
1366 95.53 8 105.4 15.00 7.48 1.90

9
1404 93.52 8 107.1 15.51 8.95 2.05

(8)

MATHEMATICAL
LON'FPTS

3
1214 99.34 27 102.2 . 14.91 3.98 1.03

5
1296 100.00 27 105.5 15.27 5.97 1.43

7

_

1366 95.53 8 105.4 15.00 7.59 1.58
9 1404 93.52 8 107.1 15.51 9.06 1.87

i »

MATHimATI AL
FPOINEw,

r

3 1214
1

,99.34 27 102.2 14.91 3.81 1.09

5 1296 100.00 27 105.5 15,27 5.58 1.32

7 1366 95.53 8 105.4 15.00 7.16 1.00
. 1404 93.52 8 107.1

I

15.51 8.77 1.84

11»-

,IAT"tmA1I'AL
TOTAL

3 1214 99.34 27 102.2 14.91 3.90 1.00

1296 100.00 27 105.5 15.27 5.78 1.30

7 1366 95.51T

93)2

8

8

105.4

107.1

15.00

15.51

7.38

8.91

D.52

1.74

,) 1404

,* AS OF 9/30/13, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.

NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.
. STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBALIBATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION.THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 1001 NATIONAL SD . 16.
t+ GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDIT'ION. THE MEANS IN THENATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3. 5. 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, AND 9.4, VARYING SLInHTLYFOR EACH SKIL, AREA.

GO
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(BARTON NORTHEAST)

.TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL--COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE*

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
PERCENT PERCENT

PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN
TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS STAFF

GRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTERS DISAD- EDUCA- FAMILYORGAN!,
2ATION

ENROLL-
MENT

STAFF
RATIO

ATTEN-
DANCE

DEGREE
OR ABOVE

VAN-
TAQED

TION OF
MOTHER

INCOME
(A)TEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.SCHOOL NAME (1) 12) t3) . 141 151 (61 (7) 18) (9) (10) 1111 112)

BARTON

CENTRAL

K-6

K-6

249

380

22.6

22.3

COLUMBIA STREET 1-6 271 20.8

,
CORRIGANVILLE 1-6 1M3 32.0

CRSAAPTONN K-6 -.) 819 25.6

EAST SIDE 1-6 333 21.3

ECKHART K-6 246 24.6

ELLERSLIE K-6 115 23.0

FROST K-6 487 27.1

GEPHART 1-6 275 22.9

HILL STREET 1-6 210 23.3

JOHN HUMBIR,D NO RESOURCE DATA AS OF

JOHNSON HEIGHTS 1-6 382 23.9

LAVALE 1-6 222 22.2

MCCOOLE K-6 194 24.3

MIDLAND 1-6 146 20.9

MOUNT ROYAL 1-6 255 25.5

NORTHEAST 1-6 178 22.3

O' *SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

96.8 10.0 1.0 12.5 15.0 27.3 10.7 11.3 7550.0

96.3 16.0 1.0 11.9 20.0 29.4 12.5 11.3 7679.0

96.1 12.0 1.0 8.5 18.0 23.1 16.1 11.5 7652.0

96.5 3.0 1.0 13.1 10.0 50.0 11.5 11.0 7145.0

96.7 30.0 2.0 13.3 29.3 34.4 12.1 12.2 9247.0

96.4 14.6 1.0 9.4 35.0 25.6 21.6 11.3 7746.0

97.3 9.0 1.0 10.6 12.0 20.0 9.8 12.2 8844.0

96.2 4.0 1.0 12.1 10.5 40.0 12.5 11.0 71T4.0

96.7 17.0 1.0 17.6 22.0 27.8 7.9 12.1 7989.0

95.9 11.0 1.0 17.9 11.0 50.0 17.7 12.0 8682.0

97.9 8.0 1.0 11.4 24.0 55.5 10.0 12.1 8271.0

9/73 23.6 9.9 6507.0

96.5 15.0 1.0 11.3 38.0 25.0 14.2 12.0' 8297.0

97.2 9.0 1.0 16.4 41.0 40.0 9.1 12.4 10137.0

95.6 7.0 1.0 13.6 23.5 25.0 15.1 11.7 7406.0

97.3 6.0 1.0 13.1 18.0 14.3 9.3 1,1.3 7911.0
4

95.5 9.0 1.0 13.9 23.0 30.0 6.4 12.4 9735.0

96.9 7.0 1.0 11.5 21.0 37.5 16.8 11.5 8994.0
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(BARTON NORTHEAST)

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABJLITY STATISTICALLY

1 ALLEGANY CuuNTy
CONTROLLED*

SCHOOL SYSTEM

voCAANLARy

S
SKILL AREAS

READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL

***
MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGL MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MART- DIETER- AVERAGE MARY- OTFFEP-

LAND EmCE LAND ENCE LANO ENCE LANO INCE

SAS GE NORM GE NORM GE NORM GE NOR9

GARTON

Ci..TRAL

COLUMBIA *IRLET

CURRIGANVILLE

CRESAPTOwN

EAST 5IUL

ECKHART

ELLERSLIE

.1.4oST

3 97.9 3.64 3.38

5 101.0 5.06 5.08

.1 101.4
5 104.4

.26 3.50
-.02 5.51

3.48 3.58 -.10 3.63
5.02 5.31 -.29 5.28

3.46 .04 3.95 3.83 .12 3.46 3.44 -.03

5.23 .08 5.35 5.39 -.114 5.33 5.43 -.10

3.68 -.05 4.28 4.04 .24 3.69 1.67 .02
5.47 -.19 5.73 5.62 .11 5.58 5.66 -.08

3 95.9 3.25 3.27 -.02 3,47 3.34 . 3.56 3.71 -.15 3.16 3.39 -.23

* 98.0 4.85 4.90 05 4.63 5.04 -.41 4.77 5.19 -.42 5.00 5.24 -.16

3 102.2 3.32 3.61 -.2q 3.65 3.72 -.07 4.13 4.08 .04 3.59 3.70 -.11

5 101,7 5.51 5.10 4.51 5.68 5.26 .42 6.00 5.43 .57 5.57 5.47 .10

3 105.4
5 109.9

3.91
6.03

3.85
5.79

.06 4.05 3.96 .09

.24 5.84 5.92 -.08
4.63 4.30
6.22 6.02

.33 4.07 3.89 .113

.20 6.25 6.06 .19

3 98.0 4.30 3.39 .91 4.31 3.47 .84 4.57 3.83 .74 3.92 3.50 .42

5 99.6 6.63 5,00 3.63 5.40 5.14 .26 6.04 5.30 .711 5.41 5.35 4.06

3 106.0 3.47 3.88 -.41 3.77 4.00 -.23 5.08 4.33 .75 3.87 3.92 -.05

5 107.1 5.45 9.59 -.14 5.62 5.72 -.10 5.58 5.82 .06 5.80 5.86 -.06

3 100.4
3.9, 1.51 .39

5 109.6 5.1A 5.62 -.44

3 106.9
108.3

3.99 3.92 .07
5.65 5.61 .02 X5.92

3.61
.35 5.79

4.16

6LPHAI.47 3 105.9 3.92 1.87 .05
5 108.2 5.45 5.64 -.19 5.49 5.78

MILL sTREL1 j 109.7 4.0n 1.66 "14 4.34 3.94 .36 4.71 4.31 .4P

5 103.4 5.31 5.51 -.29 5.57 5.66 -.09 6.'0 5.76 .24 6.09

.41 4.34 3.97 .37 A.10 3.61 .49
-.44 5.55 5.96 5.55 5.9q ".44

4.05 .11 5.23 4,34 4.A4 4.11 . 3.96 .35
5.78 .14 6.42 5.88 .54 6.n2 5.92 .10

3.86 3.98 -.12 4.17 4.32 .05 3.0u 1.91 4.03

-.2Q 5.47 5.00 -.02 5.90 5.93 -.03

14.n, 3.90
5.80

4.19
.29

JOHN HNM81RU 3 99.6 3.43 ' 3.41 .02 3.55 3.52 .03 1.79 3.89 -.In 3.50 3.9A -.07

5 180.2 4.95 4,91 .04 4.67 5.07 -.40 4.56 5.33 -.57 5.n3 5.36 -.33

JONN.z0v HLIGNTS 3 107.9 4.11 1.98 .11 4.42

109.7 5.98 5.73 ,29 5.99
4.11 4.31
9.08 .11

4.41 4.44
6.n5 5.99

.37

.n6
14.32
6,17

4.01 4.31
6.02 .35

LAVALL 3 102.8 4.42 3.72 .79 4.46 3.80 4.66 S.A3 4.14 .119 4.2A

5 103.7 5.43 5.42 .01 5.72 5.53 .19 5.48 5.62 -.04 5.56
3.77

.15.67 !.Z1

mLE000- 3 96.2 3.54 1.29 .26 3.95 3.37 .58 4.4R 3.74 4.74 3.04

5 48.1 4.60 4.91 -.31 4.88 5.06 -.IA 5.24 5.14 4.06 5.01 1.;;

'104.5 3.44 1.75 ..00 4.11 3.87 ',roil' 4.15 4.22 -.07 3.7P
Z:V)

S 104.8 4.57 S.34 -.77 5.27 5.49 -.22 9.60 5.66 -.OA 5.45

moota ,p0yAL 3 100.3 3.75 1.52 .18 3.90 3.b5

5 108.6 5.50 5.73 9.65 5.85
.25 4.14 4.00 .34 3.74 3.64 .10
-.20 6.n5 5.95 .11 5.9P 5.914 4.00

NORTMLAST .1 99.6 3.93 1.49 .44 3.67 3.57 4.10 4.72

5 184.8 5.35 9.40 -.05 5.35 5.53 -.20 5.81
3.93 .70 3.93 1.59 4.34
5.6A .13 5.60 5.72 -.12

SEE CHARTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS
OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 01

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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(BARTON NORTHEAST)

roy..1.66A117 C5UN7Y
__SCHOOL SYSTEM

TABLE,5 RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AN) SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*

SKILL AFIE.S,

VOCABULARY READING. COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL mATHEvATICAL TOTALsCHOnL NAME GRAUE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY-
1.010

5A9 GE NORM

GIEFF4- AVERAGE
tr,CF

GE

MARY- DIFFER-
LAND ENCE
NORM

AVERAGE

'F

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCF

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

(1TFPFR-
.FCE

dAmTJN
3 97.9 3.64 3.41 .23 3.50 3.46 .04 5.95 3.82 .11 3.46 3.52 -.06
5 101.0 '5.06 5.25 -.19 5.31 5.32 -.01 4.5 5.50 -.15 5.33 5453 -.20

CL4TriAt
3 101.4 3.44 3.63 -.15 3.63 3.49 -.06 4.78 4,04 .24 3.64 3.71 -.025 104.4 5.02 9.54 -.57 5.28 5.59 -.31 5.73 5.75 -.07 5.58 5.79 -.21

CuLUm5;4 510661 3 95.9 3.25 1.28 -.05 3,47 3.33 .14 3.56 3.69 -.IN 3.16 3,41 -.25
5 .98,0 4.66 "4.99 -.14 4.63 5.40 -.45 4.77 S.27 5.06 5.31 -.23

COmRIG.NvILLE 3 102.2 3.12 3.68 -,36 3.65 3.75 -.10 4.13 4.09 .04 3.49 3.75
5 101.7 5.51 5.31 ..75 5.68 5.36 .30 6.50 5.55 .45 *57 5.50 -.02

C86SAPTUmi. 5 105.4 3.91 5.84 ..07 4.05 3.96 4.4.3 4.29 34 4.117 3.93 .145 109.9 6.53 6.02 .n1 5.84 6.04 -.20 6.72 b.17 ..(15 6.2C 6.20 .05
EAST 5 98,0 .4.30 1.41 . .64 4,31 3.47 +.04 4.57 3.93 +.74 3.42 3.52 +.40

5 99.6 6.63 5.13 #1.50 5,40 5.21 .19 6.64 5.39 .65 5.41 5.43 -.117

ELKHAt(T 3 106.0 3.47 1.93 -.46 1.77 4.00 -.23 5.18 4.32 .76 3.07 3.96 -.59Y6 107.1_ 5.45 9.75 -.31 5.62 5.81 -.19 5.46 5.96 -.OP 5.80 5.99 -.19
10

ELO.KSLiE i 150.4 3.90
5 109.6 5.19

, 1.57
5.99

+.57
-.PI 4

4.02
5.35

3.o3 .34
6.01 -.06

4..4
5.55

3.97
6.15

.37
-.36

4.10
5.55 ::(17; :::;

F857
5 106.9 3.99 3.99 ..00 4.16 4.06 6.15 5.23 4.39 ..c 4.11 4.01 .30r 5 105.3 5.65 5.60 -.23 5.92 5.91 .01 6.42 6.05 .37 6.07 5.08 -.06

6LPHI11,7
'° 3 105.9 3.92 5.92 .55 3.86 3.99 -.13 4.17 4.32 0.14 3,44 3.96 -.02

108.2 5.45 5.87 .47 5.49 5.90 -.41 5..7 6.54 -.17 5.90 5.07 -.17
HILL 570-0 3 105.7 4.00 1.91 .00 4.34 3.98 .36 4.71 4.15 .41 9.1b 1.14 .155 106.4 5.31 5.72 -.41 5,57 5.75 -.14 6.10 5.91 .09 6.59 ,,,99 .19
JOHN .10.0.114L . 99.6 3.43 1.52 -.54 3.55 3.57 -.02 1.79 3.93 -.14 3.44 3.61 -.12

5 100.2 4.95- 5.19 -.71 4.67 5.25 -.56 4.16 5.45 -.57 5.1' 5.48 .45

JWINSO' HEIGHTS 3 107.9 4.11 4.05 .05 4.42 4.13 .29 4.11 4.44 .37 4.12 4.06 .265 109.7 5.91 6.00 -.07 5,99 6.02 -.03 5.05 6.16 '.I1 6.37 6.16 +.19

LAvALL 3 102.8 4.42 3.72 .70 4.46 3.79 .67 5.63 4.12 .91 9.78 3.79 +.49
5 103.7 5.43 5,98 -.59 5.72 5.54 .113 5.56 5.70 5.56 5.74 -.18

*ILLOOLE 3 96.2 3.55 1.30 .25 3.95 3.35 +.60 4.49 3.71 .77 3.04 3.42 .525 99.1 4.60 5.00 -.40 4.88 5.01 -.20 9.74 5.21 -.04 5.51 5.5?
011,,LA.n 3 104.5 3.P4 3.93 4.11 3.90 +.21 4.15 4.23 -.OP 3.75 1.115 104.8 4.57 5.58 -1.01 5.27 5.63 -.36 5.60 5.76 -.IP 5.45 5.02
MUiiN/ PUYAL

3 100.3 3,75 3.56 .10 3.90 3.o2 .26 4.14 3.97 +.37 3,74 3.65 .095 108.6 5.50 5.91 -.41 5.65 5.93 -.2R 605 0.57 -.02 5..8 6.10
"NOPITHL457 99.6 3.93 3.52 +.41 3.67 5.67 .15 4.72 3.93 .70 3.43 5.61 ..1P

5 104.8 5.35 9.56 -.23 5.33 5.63 -.30 5,51 5.79 +.01 5.60 5.82 -.22

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (IACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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(PARKSIDE - WASHINGTON JR)

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL--COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE*

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
PERCENT PERCENT

PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN
TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS STAFFGRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY . TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S DISAD- EDUCA- FAMILYORGANI- ENROLL- STAFF ATTEN DEGREE VAN- TION OF INCOMETEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.ZATION MENT RATIO DANCE OR ABOVE TAGED MOTHER C$1SCHOOL NAME (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) 10) (11) (12)

PARKSIDE 1-6 445 26.2

PENNSYLVANIA AVE 1-6 593 16.5

PINEY PLAINS 1-6 81 27.0

THOMAS G PULLEN K-6 212 26.5

WEST SIDE 1-6 320 20.8

WESTERNPORT K-6 489 23.3

FLINTSTONE ELEM K-12 497 20.7

MT SAVAGE K -12 862 19.6

OLDTOWN ELEM K-12 509 18.9

.

ALLEGANY SR HI 9-12 1405 20.7

BEALL HIGH 7-12 1232 22.4

BRADDOCK JR HI 7-8 127 18.2

FORT HILL SR HI 9-12 1583 21.7

BRUCE SR JR HIGH 7-12 801 20.5

VALLEY SR JR 7-12 717 19.9

WASHINGTON JR HIGH 7-8 818 19.0

*
SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

95.9 16.0 1.0 10.2 40.0 23.5 3.8 12.4 10154.0

96.9 34.0 2.0 12.1 17.3 27.8 19.7 10.3 7304.0

Q '

,)/

97.3 2.0 1.0 12.0 9.0 33.3 14.0 10.3 6533.0

96.7 7.0 1.0 17.1 22.0 62.5 8.0 11.9 8145.0

96.4 14.4 1.0 11.0 22.0 22.1 15.2 12.1 8099.0

95.4 20.0 1.0 11.6 19.0 23.8 18.1 11.7 '7406.0

94.5 22.0 2.0 9.8 19.7 37.5 11.2 10.4 6579.0

95.2 42.0 2.0 9.4' 30.5 47.7 12.2 11.2 7253.0
.

96.1 25.0 2.0 8.9 13.7 29.6 15.5 10.6 7091.0

93.9 65.0 3.0 11.9 21.0 41.2 10.6 12.2 8939.0

96.5 52.0 3.0 13.5 21.0 50.9 10.7 12.0 8153.0

95.5 38.0 2.0 10.9 17.5 42.5 10.6 12.2 8943.0

93.6 70.0 3.0 12.5 22.3 42.5 17.4 11.2 78,01.0

94.3 37.0 2.0 14.9 20.5 41.0 14.8 11.7

95.0 34.0 2.0 13.3 24.0 47.2 10.7 11.4 7745.0

95.5 42.0 1.0 12.6 23.0 39.5 17.3 11.2 7794.0

,

4-20



(PARKSIDE WASHINGTON JR)

ALLEGANY COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLED*

SKILL AREAS
4

SCHOOL NAME GPAUE AVERAGE

5A5

VOCABULARY

AVERAGE MARY-
LANO

GE NORM

REAOING COMPREHENSION, LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL

E1FFFn- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- ntF R- AVERAGE MARY-

ErtE LANO ENCE LANO EP LANG

GE NORM BE NORM GE NORM

TOTAL

OTFFER-
EATE

PAHKSInE 3 113.7 4.90 4.34 +.06 4.65 4.49 +.16 5.11 4.80 +.51 4.71 4.32 .39

5 113.8 6.34 6.09 .25 6.22 6.21 +.0i 6.56 6.31 +.25 6.35 t 6.34 .01.

PENNSYLVANIA AvL 3 100.5 3.85 3.49 4.36 3.87 3.59 +.28 4.28 3.95 +.33 4.0u 3.61 .93

S L06.3 5.47 5.36 4.11 5.72 5.53 +.14 5.48 5.75 -.17 5.74 5.78 .01

PINEY PLAI5 3 04.9 3.62 3.16 +.46 3.69 3.29 +.40 3.82 3.62 +.20 3.48 3.32 +.16

5 100,4 4.70 4.95 -.25 4.92 5.12 -.20 4.00 5.34 -.94 5.05 5.37 -,.32

THOMAS G POLLEN 3 100.7 3.68 3.57 +.11 3.72 3.66 +.06 4.10 4.01 +.09 4.04 3.64 +.40

5 106.9 5.79 5.50 +.29 6.25 5.65 +.60 6.43 5.76 +.77 6.42 5.80 +.62

WEST SIDE 3 95.8 4.75 3.29 +1.46 u.56 3.36 .1.20 5.00 3.72 +1.4A 3,097 3.40 +.57

5 104.5 6.26 5.34 +.89 6.12 5.53 .50 6.70 5,63 +1.07 6.95 5.67 +.78

KESTCHNPOKT 3 44.7
5 104.3

3.76
6.09

3.49
5.32 .

+.27
.77

3.95
5.55 ;3.:(A)

3.95
5.60

+.42
+.18

3.76
5.79

3.59
5.64

+.17
+.14

FLINTSTONE ELL, .1 96.13 3.50 3.27 +.21 3.95 3.36 +.59 4.10 .3.74 +.36 3.65 3.42 +.23

5 104,8 5.17 ..,.24 ..07 5.33 5.42 -.09 5.12 5.63 -.51 9.64 5.66 -.02

7 104.2 10.54 7.15 3.39 7.34 7.21 +.13 10.48 7.18 +3.30 6.98 7.49 -.51

9 103.5 11.37 8.42 +2.95 8.50 8.54 -.04 10.96 8.41 +2.55 7.70 8.75 -1.05A

MT SAVAGE 3 98.0 3.21 3.30 ...17 3.29 3.46 -.17 1.52 3.83 -.31 3.21 3.49 -.28

S 98.5 4.49 4.90 ...41 4.65 5.05 -.40 4.70 5.21 -.51 4.75 5.26 -.48

7 102.4 9.15 7.n0 *2.I5 b.71 7.07 -.36 7.62 7.04 +.5A 6.6A 7.29 -.61

9 105.7 9.80 11.611 +1.12 8.32 8.76 -.44 007 8.60 +.47 8.32 4.95

01.070.., EL-M 3 101.5 3.61 3.55 +.06 3.60 3.66 -.06 3.18 4.02 -.14 3.54 3.67 -.13

5 108.2 5.55 5.50 +.05 5.52 5.67 -.15 5.73 5.87 -.14 5.37 5.90 -.53

7 104.9 9.55 7.23 +2.32 6.69 7.28 -.59 6.74 7.24 -.50 6.81 7.55 -.74*

9 106.8 8.03 8.76 -.73 0.27 8.92 -.65 8.03 8.71 -.61 8.47 9.10 -.63

ALLEGRIY S. Hi 9 107.4 9.38 ..96 ...? 8.07 (1.94 -.07 9..4 0 8.79 +.25 9.06 9.12 -.06

BLALL NIGH 7 105.3 7.06 1.24 -.19 7.08 7.28 -.2n 7.06 7.22 ...16 7.12 7.44 -.12

9 106.5 8.61 9.11.5 -.2? 4.70 0.03 -.13 8.61 4.68 -.07 8.90 9.01 -.11

BRADUUCK Jk Hi 7 146.8 7.32 7.41 -.09 7.40 7.44 -.04 7..7 7.37 .50 7.57 7.6n -.03

FO1.Y HILL ..M Hi 9 104.2 9.A( 11.05 .91 R.74 9.06 -.32 0./4 8.84 4.40 B.°2 n.23 -.31

BRUCE SA JR 7 107.9 0.57 7.50 +1.07 6.94 7.53 -.59 7.49 7.43 .06 7.34 7.70 -.36

9 104.5 11.00 8.59 +2.41* 8.66 8.60 +.06 9.02 8.48 +.54 8.79 8.80 -.01

VALLI). SH ,k4 7 102.3 11.35 6.95 4.40 0.50 7.01 +1.49 9.90 7.01 +2.89 7.52 7.23 .29

9 105.1 8.47 8.66 -.19 0.57 0.70 -.13 8.54 6.57 -.03 9.05 8.90 +.15

aAsHleTo,. JR HIGH 7 104.9 0.11 7.22 .Rn 7.05 7.27 -.22 7.41 7.23 .08 7.41 7.90 -.09

I SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK ()

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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n _(PARKSIDE - WASHINGTON JR)

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT,TQ MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
'164EAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABI TY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
StATISTICALLY CONTROLLED

ALLEGANY COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

SCHOOL NAME GRACIE

SKILL AREAS****.ir,***1
r A

'OABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LAN96AGE TOTAL mATNEmATICAL TOTAL
AVERAGE AVER6. MARY -'r DIFFER- AVERAGE MANY- DIFFER- AVERAGE

, LANO EICE LANO ENCESAS GE/, NORM GE NORM GE

PARKSIDE 3 113.7 4.40 4.42 -.02 4.65 4.51 +.14 5.31S 113.0 6.34 6.35 -.01 6.22 6.35 -.13 6.56

3.65 5.57 +.26 3.87 3.63 +.24 4.,6
5.47 5.71 -.24 5.72 5.75 -.03 4.48

PENNSYLVANIA AVE 3 100.5
5 106.3

PINEY PLAINS 3 94.9
b 100.4

THOMAS G PULLET. 3 100.7
5 106.4

k457 510E 3 95.8
5 104.5

WL5TEA4ONT 3 99.7
5 104.3

'FLINISTONL ELM 3 96.8

MT SAVAGE

01.070" EL,M

S 104.8
7 104.2
9 103.5

3 48.0
S 98.5
7 102.9
9 105.7

3 101.5
5 108.2
7 104.9
9 106.6

ALLEGANY S. NI 9 107.4

BEALL HIGH 7 105.3
9 106.5

ORAODOCK JI HI 7 106.6

FORT PILL SR NI 9 100.2

BRUCE SR JR 7 107.9
9 108.5

VALLEY SR JR 7 102.3
8 105.1

OASHINnTON JR NIGH 7 104.9

3.62 3.22 +.40 3,64 3.26 +.38 3.42
4.70 5.20 -.50 4.92 5.27 -.35 4.90

3.66 1.59 +.09 3.72 3.65 +.07 4.10
5.79 5.72 +.07 6.25 5.75 +.50 6.53

4.75 3.27 +1,4R 4.56 3.32 .1.24 5.20
6.26 5.55 +.71 6.12 5.60 +.52 6.70

3.76 3.52 +.24 3.95 3.58 +.37 4.47
6.09 5.54 +.55 5.55 5.58 -.03 5.68

3.50
5.17

10.54
11.37

3.34 +.16 3.95. 3.39 +.56 4.10
5.58 -.41 5.33. 5.63 -.30 5.12
7.26 +3.26 -7.34 7.26 +.06 10.48
6.76 +2.610 6.50 6.61 -.11 10.86

3.21 3.41 -.2n 3.29 3.47 -.16 3.524.49 504 -.55 4.65 5.12 -.47 4.70
9.15 7.13 +2.42 6.71 7.15 -.44 7.62
9.60 9.02 +.76 6.32 8.87 -.55 9.07

3.61 3.64 -.03 3.60 3.70 -.10 9.68
5.55 5.67 -.32 5.52 S.90 -C36 5.73
9.55% 7.35 +2.20* 6.69 7.35 -.664, 6.74
6.03 9.14 -1.110 6.27 9.00 -.73 4.03*

9.36 9.21 +.17 8.87 9.07 -.20 9./14

7.06 7.40 -.34 7.06 7.39 -.31 7.068.61 9.11 -.5n 6.70 8.97 -.27 8.61

7.32 7.56 -.24 7.40 7.54 -.14 7.67

9.06 9.30 +.56 0.74 9.17 ...43 0.74

8.57 7.68 +.694 6.94 7.65 -.710 7.4911.00 8.68 +2.12 8.66 8.73 -.07 9.02

11.35 7.07 +4.28 8.50 7.09 +1.41 9.908.47 8.95 -.46 6.57 8.60 -.23 8.54

8.11 7.35 +.76 7.05 7.35 -.30 7.11

t SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK
ACCOMPANYING "DIFPERENCE" SCORES.

;3

4-22

MARY-
LAND
NORM

4.40
6.47

3.95
5.90

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

+.51 4.71
+.09 6.35

+.30 404
-.32 5.79

MARY-
LAND
NORM

4.381
6.49

3.66
5.93

0/FFER-ME

+.33
-.14

+.38
-.14

3.63 , +.19 3.46 3.35 +.13
5.44 -.55 5.05 5.49 -.44

8.49 +.11 4.04 3.67 +.37
5.91 +.62 6.42 5.94 +.48

3.69 +1.51 3.97 3.40 +.57
5.76 +.94 6.45 5.80 +.65 v.

3.93 +.44 3.76 3.62 +.14
5.75 +.03 5.79 . 5.78 +.01

3.75 +.35 3.65 3.46 4.19
5.78 -.66 5.64 5.4 -.18
7.33 +3.15 6.98 7. -.56
8.66 +2.30 7.70 8 -1.170

3.83 -.31 3.21 3.52 -.31 .

5.31 -.61 4.76 5.35 -.57
7.21 +.41 5.68 7.42 -.74
4.07 +.20 8.32 9,11 -.79

4.04 -.16 3.54 3.71 -.17
6.04 -.31 5.37 6.07 -.70'
7.39 -.65 6.81 7.60 -.79*
8.98 -.95". 8.47 9.23 -.76+

9.04 +.09 9.06 9.30 -.24

7.42 -.36 7.12 7.64 -.32
6.95 -.34 4.9n 4.20 -.30'

7.56 +.31 7.57 7.76 -.21

9.12 +.12 9.92 9.39 -.47

7.65
8.75

-.16
+.27

7.34
8.79 8.987::: ::N

7.16 +2.74 7.52 7.36 +.16
8.61 -.27 9.05 9.05 .00

7.39 -04 7.41 7.60 -.19

001



LOCAL'SCHOOL SYSTEM LEVEL-:-ACCOUNTABILITY ASSESSMENT INFORMATION

4.3 ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 4

' School System Goals and Objectives

4.

A. Goal Setting Activities. The Anne Arundel County Public

Schools, in accordance with legislative mandate, is actively devel-

oping and implementing a program of public,accountability. County-

wide goals and objectives in reading, writing, and mathematics

have been completed. These were developed by committees of teachers,

administrators, coordinators, parents, and students under the lead-

ership of the appropriate program coordinator.

The goals in each of these three program areas, as adopted

by the Board of Education, are county-wide goa)s applicable for all .

schools. These goals are also compatible with the overall "Go"als

for Instruction" of the local Board of Education and the appropriate

program goals adopted by the State Board of Education.

B. Anne Arundel County School System Goals.' Based upon the

State-wide Goals in reading, writing, and mathematics, adopted by

the Maryland State Board of Education, Anne Arundel County has

developed the folldwing Local System Goals:

The Reading program is designed to meet the needs of the

students of Anne Arundel by enabling them to:

r-
-
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1. Develop the ability to select and utilize materials
for meeting cultural and practical purposes.
Students must be able to use a variety of print
and non-print resources to locate information
suitable t6 prposes and to select materials
accordikkg tp,41evel of difficulty and content. They
must be able to organize and utilize information
they read. These skills will enable them to
function in society.

2. Develop individual decoding systems which can be
utilized independently. The achievement of this
goal enables students to perform two tasks which
are basic to success in reading. First, students
must have the skills to apply their individual
decoding systems for recognizing unfamiliar printed
words. Their systems might include the use of
context, structural and phonic clues. Then they
can instantaneously and simultaneously pronounce
words and determine meaning in context.

3. Develop skills necessary to attain the level of
comprehension suitable to task and type of material. .

Since levels of comprehension are affected by
purposes and types of materials, students must be
able to identify personal purposes for reading.
They must be able to recognize and relate facts
to their backgrounds of experiences and concepts.
They must be able to utilize their intellectual
curiosity and previous experience and knowledge in
order to develop the ability to ask questions while
reading. Additionally, they should be able to use
facts to interpret information and apply their
interpretation to problematic or creative situations.

4. Derive satisfaction from reading through the develop-
ment of interest, desire, and habit. As students
achieve this goal, they can and do read. When a
student chooses reading as a self-selected activity,
finds it a satisfying experience, and continues
reading as an adult, reading goals have been met.

In Writing the program is designed to meet the needs of
the students of Anne Arundel County be enabling them to:

1. Understand the need for writing in the everyday life
of every person.

2. Combine and organize thoughts in written form for
effective communication.



3. Express or record ideas, information and feelings
in writing, adapting style, form, and language

usage tothe different purposes for writing.

4. Utilize spelling, punctuation, and other mechanics
of English as devices for effective written

communication.

In Mathematics the program is designed to meet'the needs

of the students of Anne Arundel County by enabling them to:

1. Understand numbers, number properties and
.numeration systems.

2. Perform numerical and algebraic operations.

3. Understand and .'apply the concepts.of measurement
and probability.

4., Understand and use graphs.

5. Understand geometric relationships and apply
formulas and theorems.

Objective Setting Activities. Specific measurable

county-wide objectives* under each program goal in reading,. writing

and mathematics were also prepared as county-wide objectives for

all schools. These are overall objectives of the programs-for,

"average" students. They have been divided for eaci program into

four levels: Kindergarten through Grade 2; Grades 3 through 5,

Grades 6 thr9ugh 8, and Grades 9 through 12.

Personnel at each of these levels in each school have

be4un a needs assessment in September, 1974 to determine and list

specific objectives in reading, writing, and matheMatics appro-

priate for the students and in keeping with the approved objec-

tives for the county. Each school has four options: %

It is understood and so stated by the Board of Education that the

establishing of specifit objectives by schools does not guarantee

that all children will be able, or expected to master all objec-

tives. However, establishing objectives does commit the school

to plan programs of instruction that permit each student to pro-

gress and to, attain a level of mastery appropriate for the learner.

The word '"appropriate" refers to rate of learning and depth of

underttanding and application of learning.
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V

accept the county objectives as local school
objectives

1select certain objectives from the county list
as priorities for the. school
revise some or all of the objectives from-the
county list to achieve greater specificity
refine some or all of the objectives from the
county list to achieve greater clarification

To assist in the needs assessment process, data for
determining student needs in reading, writing and mathematics
are being obtained from three sources:

ProfessiOnal Staff - what do we, as professional.
.

teachers, think the student needs to know?,

Students - what do our studerits in this school
think they need to know?

.Parents what do the parents of the students in
this school think their yotingsters need to know?
(In September, 1974, a criterion-referenced test
in reading and mathematics was.given county-wide
at several grade levels to supplement needs assess-

. ment information available 'from local school
diagnostic testing.)

In addition, county and area,office personnel haye been
available to assist local schools with:

obtaining data for needs assessment
planning management strategies

o. interpreting State and county goals and objectives
determining appropriate objectives
Evaluating present programs in light of stated.
objectives -

planning or revising prob.ram as needed

In February, 1975, each school will submit in writing tothe Associate Superintendent for instruction a statement of objec-tives by level in reading; writing, and mathematics, as adoptedby the school.. In turn, these will be submitted to the Maryland
'State Department of Education in April, 1975, after approval bythe local Board of Education. These objectives will be.reviewed'and analyzed periodically as needed.

8
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Beyond the accountability activities le slated at the

State level, county-wide general goals have-glso been set as of

June, 1974, in all other program areas beyond reading, writing, -

and matIvematics. These include goals for instructional'prOgrams

such as Social Studies and-Science, as well as goals for service..

programs such as-Counseling.

Specific measurable objectives for all Of these Other

program areas are scheduled foretompletion in June, 1975.
. .

$,

Once objectives have been set, the next step is to

measure the extent to which thege objectives have been met. Our

plans provide for°the'development of measuring instruments to
determine the extent to which students in each*school are
achieving the objectives set by that school. Tests to measure
the achievement, of our Objectives in reading, writing, and mathe-_,

matics are scheduled for completion ich June, 1976. Means of

measuring the achievement of objectives in all othe'r program areas

are scheduled to be developed by December, 1977.
t "

C. Comments on the Accoun Ilit Assessment Program-'Pesults.
In the meantime, it is -still necessary, to. get some idea of the,

achievement level of our students'. During the past school yea,r,

the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills was used for that purpose. Although

the ITBS does not relate well to our goals and objectives (espec-

ially in the area of mathematics) it does provide a general-measure

of basic skills achievement in reading, writing, and mathematics.

The ITBS results, in grade equivalence (GE) units, reveal

how well the students scored on,the test. The advantage of the
'reporting system chosen by the...State Department of Education is

that it allows us,to hold constant the effects of student ability

and socio-economic background. Thus, by, reading the column
labeled "Difference", we can get a first, crude measure of the
effect of schools and programs on student achievement.' ,

In Anne Arundel County, these test scores are jufst about

what we expected. Our schools performed best on the Vocabulary,

Reading Comprehension, and Language sub-tests in grades 3 and 5.

This probably reflects the emphasis we have given to allocating

resources to-the elementary'school reading program. .

Overall, our schools did not perform as well as other

schools in the State in Arithmetic.* We are currently implementing

a revised Mathematics curriculum ii the county, adding a few new

schools to the program each year. As this program is implemented in

more of bur schools at all grade levels, improvements in mathe-

matics achievement are expected.

*For both this paragrap and the one below, the emphasis must be on

the word "overall." Fo evon though "on the average" our schools

do not exceed State averages, we nevertheless have several high

achieving schools which exceed State averages by aleonsiderable

margin. 0

7
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Overall, also, our schools did not perform as well asother-schools in the State in any subject area at the junior highschool level, This; too, may be a result of the emphasis wehave given to elementary, school programs in recent years. Begin-ning this year, we hope to give more emphasis to junior highprograms, For example, specifically related to the reading/writing
areas, we have added several reading resource teachers at thejunior high level. As a result of these and other program adjust-ments, we also expect achievement at'the junior high level toimprove in future years.

D. Unmet Needs For Resources to0Permit Improvement of
Programs and Service. Finally, speaking again on an overall level,the expenditure per pupil in Anne. Arundel County has consistentlybeen about $100 per pupil below the State average. For an elemen-tary school.of about 600, this means that were we just able to
spend at.the State average, that school, would have about $60,000per year to devote to improving programs for the ,students in that
school. 'And sincelour teacher salaries are already among thehighest in the State, this means that the $60,000 would be avail-able to reduce class sizeand purchase additional materials and
equipment. There can be no doubt that this too would have, a posiestive effect on our students' achievement levels..

100,
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ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY

TABLE 1. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE*

A. COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS

(1)

TOTAL
POPULATION

(2)

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME

(3)

PERCENT
DISADVANTAGED

SCHOOL A0E CHILDREN
297,539 $11,470 15.8

(4)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
MALES25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

' (5),

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
FEMALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR ALDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

12.2 12.1

D. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OR SEPTEMBER, 1973)

(6)

TOTAL
SCHOOL

ENROLLMENT

(7)

AVERAGE
TEACHER
SALARY

(8)

AVERAGE
ADMINISTRATOR

SALARY

(9).

AVERAGE
YEARS

TEACHING
EXPERIENCE

(10,)

AVERAGE
YEARS

ADMINISTRATOR
EXPERIENCE

78,172 $11,128 $17,838 , .8.6 18.4

(11)

PERCENT STAFF
MASTERS DEGREES

OR ABOVE

(12)

SCHOOL LEVEL
PUPIL/STAFF

RATIO

(13)

PERCENT
AVG, DAILY
ATTENDANCE'

19.2 20.0 90.6

C. JINANCIA CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-1973 SCHOOL YEAR)

(14)

TOTAL
PER PUPIL
COST

(15)

PER PUPIL
INSTRUCTIONAL

COSTS

(16)

PERCENT
EEXPENSES

ALLOTTED TO
INSTRUCTION

' (17) .

PER PUPIL
ADMINISTRATIVE
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

. COSTS
$900.40 $698.91 77.8

r $26.61

(18)

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

ADMINISTRATION
(CENTRAL 04FICE)

(19)

PERPUPIL
-PUPIL PERSON
NEL SERVICES

COSTS

(20)

PERCENT EXPENSES a

ALLOTTED TO
PUPIL PERSONNEL

SERVICES

2.9 $11.92 1.3

'SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TARA'.
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ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABI ITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE),

AND ACADEMIC A HIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),
Y SKILL AREAS

SKILL
AREAS

(1)

GRADE

(2)

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLE)°

(3)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED **

ORILER
!CHOoLS
TESTED

141

OF

(51
AVERAGE
STANDARD

AGE
SCORE
(SAS)t

(61

STANDARD
DEVIATION

15D1

(7)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
ME)?,

181

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SDI

(Li

,PICABUt.ky

3 5818 97.97 73 100.2 15.51 3.57 1.14

5 6347 97.31 71 100.3 144,8 5.40 1.50

7 6662 93.23 ,14 102.3 . 15.65 6.96 1.84

9 6132 93.02 13 103.6 25:69 8.54 2.04

(2)

KEADINu
COMPRE
HFNSION

3 5818 97.97
.

100.2 15.51 3.61 1.23

5 6347 97.31 7 100.3 14.68 5.36 1.44

'7
6662 93.23 13 102.3 15.65 6.93 1.70

9 6132 93.02 13 103.6 15.69 8.42 ' 1.95

t31

SPELLING

3 5818 97.80 73 .100.2 15.51 4.10 1.37

5 6347 96.94 72
,0
100.3 14.68 5.54 1.73

7

_......-.

66621 93.30 15 102.3 15.65 6.99 2.14

9 6132 ' 92.71 13 103.6 15.69 8.40 2.32 .

(41

xp:TAL
:/ATION

3 5818 97.78
.2

73 100.2 15.51 4.35 1.31

5 6347 96.94 72 100.3 14.68 5.36 1.58

7 6662 93.38 13 102.3 15.65 6.85 2.03

9 6132 92.71 13 103.6 15.69, 0.24

..

2.32

'.-----

PUNCTUATION

3 5818 97.78 73 100.2 15.51 3.84 1.35

5 6347 96.94 72 100.3 14.68 5.33 1.57

7 . 6662 93.38 13 102.3 15.65 6.70 2.02

9 j 6132 92.71 13 103.6, 15.69 8.11 2.33

* AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NoNGRADED CLASSES.

0* NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EVRFSSED AS A PERCENTAGE.

t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES
TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION.

THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, ANT) 9 ARE 1001 NATIONAL SD 16.

't GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GC:
DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 19/11 EDITION. TkE MEANS IN THE

NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.74 9.4, VARYING SLIGHTLY

FOR EACH SKILL AREA.
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ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE),

AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),
BY SKILL AREAS (CONTINUED)

.

SKILL
AREAS

(11

GRADE

12) r

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLED

(31

PERCENT or
STUDENTS,
'TESTED to

(4)

NUMBER of
SCHOOLS
TESTED.

(5)
AVERAGE
STANDARD

AGE
SCORE
1SAS ) t

(61

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(71

AVERAGE
GRAPE

EQUIVALENCE
(GE' tt

(0)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(61

LANGUAGE
USAGE

3 5818 97.78 73 100.2 15.51 3.67
41r

1.38,

5 6347 96.94 72 100.3 14.68 5.38 1.74

7 6662 93.38 13 . 102.3 15.65. 6.92 2.09

9 6132 92.71 13 103.6 15.69 8.21 2.32

...17)

LANGUAGE
TOTAL

P

3 5818 '97.78 73 1Q0.2 15.51 3.99 1.18

5'
4.,

6347 96.96 72 100.3 -14.68 5.40

.

1.44

7 6662 93.38 13 102.3 15.65
, '..*...........

15.69

6.87 1.80

a

9 6132 92.71 13 103.6

«

8.24 2.05

18)

MATHEMATICAL
CONCEPTS

3 5818 97.56 73 100.2 15.51 3.59 .96

5 6347 97.15 72 100.3 14.68 5.60 1.38

--_

7 6662 92.64

-.--.

13 102.3 15.65 7.14 1.69

9 6132 91.55 13 103.6 15.69 8.80 1.91

(9)

MATHEPATI, CAL
PROBLEMS

3 5818 97.56 73 100.2 15.51 3.51 , 1.06

5 6347 97.15

,

72 100.3 14.68 5.36 1.29

7 6662 92.64 i3 102.3 15.65 .
7.06 1.66

9 6132

_---,

91.55 13 103.6 15.69 8.42 1.87

(101

MATHEMATICAL
TOTAL

3 5818 97.56 73 100.2 15.51 3.55 .95

5 6347 97.15 T2 100.3 ,14.68 5.48 1.05

7 6662 92.64 13 102.3 15.65 7,...10 1.54

9 6132 91.55 13 03.6
.

15.69

\,,

.61
)

1.76

AS OF. 9/30/73, ADJUSTED 70 INCLUDE NoNGRADED CLASSES.

,
momBERsTuDENTS TESTED SPRING,, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED

AS A PERCENTAGE.

t *STANDARD AGE SCORE 1SASI DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES. TEST,
NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION.

THE MEDIANS FOR THE
NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 98.28., 100.20, 10/.17,

AND 101..19( NATIONAL SD 16.

Si GRADE. EQUIVALENCE
(GE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEDIANS FOR THE

SCHOOLMEANS IN THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND.9 ARE APPROXIMATELY
3.7, 5.7, 7.6, AND 9.4,

VARYING SLIGHTLY FOR EACH SKILL AREA (SEE APPENDIX Al. 41,48NAL SD FOR GRADE EQUIVALENCE NOT AVAILABLE.

I
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(ANNAPOLIS FERNDALE)

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL--COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL REt4JRCES
PROFILE*

SCHOOL AGE CHiLDREN
PERCENT PERCENT

PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN
TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS STAFF

GRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S DISAD- EDUCA- FAMILY
ORGANI- ENROLL- STAFF ATTEN . DEGREE VAN- TION OF INCOME

TEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.2ATION MENT RATIO DANCE OR ABOVE TAGED MOTHER (1)SCHOOL NAME (11 (21 (31 (41 . (51 (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12)

ANNKPOWS ELEM 256 23.3 94.6 10.0 1.0 11.1 9.1 21.1 12.5 10263.0

ARNOLD ELEM K-6 659 25.3 95.3 25.0 1.0 11.6 21.0 15.4 10.8 12.5 12968.0

BELLE GROVE ELEM 1-6 300 25.0 96.0 11.0 1.0 9.2 11.0 '25.0 3.0 10.5 11484.0

BELVEDERE gLEM 1-6 846 27.7 95.6 29.5 1.0 10.7 10.0 19.7 5.8 12.4 13031.0

BENFIELD K-6 632 22.7 97.3 25.9 2.0 12.5 21.3 10.4 3.3 J.2.5 14927.0

BODKIN ELEM K-6 869 27.4 93.9 29.7 2.0 10.1 29.0 9.5 3.3 12.2 12176.0

BROCK BRIDGE K-6 668 26.7 96.2 23.0 2.0 4.2 16.0 8.0 12.4 12262.0

BROOKLYN PARK ELEM K-6 672 23.2 95.7 27.0 , 2.0 12.5 17.5 24.1 9.0 10.2. 10921.0

CAPE ST CLAIR 1016 23.3 95.0 41.5 2.0 7.3 20.5 20.7 6..0 12.5 12495.0.

CARRrE RWEEDON K-6 162 24.9 95.7 5.5 1.0 14.1 21.3 0.0 14.3 12.1 10838.0

CENTRAL K -6 728 21.4 96.9 32.0 2.0 9.9 22.8 41.2 4.0 12.3 11922.0

CROFTON K-6 525 23.9 94.0 21.0 1.0 7.6 17.5 18.2 7.1 12.5 16918.0

CROFTON WOODS K-6 796 26.,5 94.7 29.0 1.0 7.6 18:0 6.7 3.3 12.0 17603.0

DAVIDSONVILLE K-6 568 26.4 95.6 20.5 1.0 8.5 22.0 13.9 10.4 12.0 11462.0

DEALE K-6 201 26.8 95.0 6.5 1.0- 12.6 10.0 13.3 ,4.7 12.1 10421.0

EASTPORT PRE K-6 346 24.7 94;1 13.0 1.0 7.5 18.0 35.7 10.0 12.4 11373.0

EDGEWATER K-6 581 21.5 93.5 20:0 1.0 10.7 21.0 7.4 4.6 12.2 11749.0

FERNDALE 335. 23.9, 96.7 13.0 1.0 - 8.5 25.0 21.4 6.5 11.5 11597.0

* SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.
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(ANNAPOLIS FERNDALE)

ANNE ARUNDLL COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLEDt

SKILL APEAS

140CADULARy READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE

yAs

AVERAGE

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

CIFFF9-
ECE

AVERAOF

GE

MARY..
LAND
NORM

DIFFER.
ENCE

.

AVE9A8r

r.E

ANNAPOLIS tLEm 3 98.0 3.33 3.45 -.12 3.38 3.51 -.13 3.52

S 12.0 4.61 4.66 -.05 .4.89 4.74 .15 4.42

AHROLLI ELLA 3 99.0 3.71 3.53 .14 3.79 3.57 .22 4.14

5 104.0 5.A1 5.55 .26 5.89 5.60 4.29 5.95

dtLLE 8ROVE LLtm 107.0 3.79 3.90 3.98 4.00 -.02 4.45

5 180.0 4.92 5.11 -.19 .4.96 5.18 -.22 5.17

OLLVEDEME LLEM 3 106.0 4.15 3.92 .23 4.02 4.00 4.02 4.41

S 105.0 5.94 5.61. .35 6.79 5.66 4.13 5.99

DtHF1LiO 3 109.0 4.47 4.11 .36 5.74 5.19 .65 5.86

5' 109.0 6.27 5.95 .32 6.30 5.97 .41 6.36

dOLKIN ELL, 3 102,0 '3.66 5.60 -.02 3.55 3.74 -.19 4.A5

5 99.0 5.52 5.17 05 5.48 5.23 .25 5.48

dROCK 9RIOOE 3 99.0 3.77 3.52 .25 3.73 3.57 .16 3.06

104.0 5.77 9.74 5.50 5.85 +.55 5.96

OHOOKLyN PARK LLEM 3 96.0 3.64 3.25 .14 3.66 3.30 .35 4.14

5 94.0 5.14 4.68 .46 5.29 4.75 4.54 5.16

CAPE ST CLAIR 3 101.0 3.64 3.64 .04 3.72 3.69 4.03 405

5 101.0 5.47 5.35 .13 5.52 5.39 .13 5.57

CARRIE R 4LEDON 3 104.0 4.00 5.74 .22 4.32 3.87 4.45 4.74

105.0 5.63 5.38 .25 5.94 5.47 .47 5.56

CLOMAL 3 102.0 3.5 3.69 -.11 3424 3.75 -.01 3.95

5 99.0 5.25 5.10 007 5.45 5.23 .22 5.16

c40P10. 3 100.0 3.53 3.62 -00 3.64 3.65 .01 4.11

5 101.0 5.66 5.50 ..1I.
5.37 5.46 -.09 5.45

Ck0FTuN wuJuS 4 106.0 4.22 3.98 .24 4.20 4.02 .25 4.53

y .04.0 6" 5.74 .54 6.12 5.69 .43 5.91

6AVIU5nUVI.LC 3 99.0 3.46 3.0 °,004 3.52 3.55 -.03 3.74

5 101.0 5.55 5.27 .15 5.52 5.34 -.02 5.08

OGLE 3 97.0 3.82 I.30 .44 3.06 43 .45 4.96

5 49.0 5.25 5.11 6.15 5.26 .06 5.42

EA,JR90T 3 95.0 3.02 3.29 3.11 1.31 -.20 3.56

5 97.0 5.00 5.03 ..(11 4.95 5.09 -.14 5.'6

EUGEroTER j 97.0 3.29 3.40 -.11 3.37 3.43 -.06 5.57

5 98.0 4.95 5.10 -.15 5.00 5.16 -.16 4.06

FEANDAIE 3 900 3.52 3..93 09 3.44 3.47 ) -.03 1.49-

5 101.0 5.57 5.24 .33 5.43 5.31 .12 5.28

MARY-
LAND
NoNN

DIFFER- AWPAGE
ENCE

0E

MARY..
LAM
NORM

DIFFER -
EmCE

3.86 -.34 3,33 3.53 6..18

4.84 -02 4.81 4.90 -.09

3.91 4.23 3.56 3.60 ...04

5.72 .23 5.92 5.76 .16

4.34 4.11 3.94 3.98 -.04

5.44 -.27 5.46 5.47 -.01

4.35 .011 3.95 3.96 . -.01

5.79 .20 5.90 5.83 .07

4.50 ,56 4.45 5.12 .33
6.11 .25 6.48 6.14 .34

4.08 -.03 3.47 3.24 -.07

5.37 01 5.60 5.41 .19

3.91 .05 3.51 3.59 -.08

5.97 -.01 5.55 6.01 -.46

3.67 4.47 3.73 3.41 .32
5.03 .13 5.52 506 .666

4.03 .00. 3.76 3.70 .06
5.51 .86 5.58 5.55 .03

4.20 .55 4.00 03.83 4.17

5.60 .25 5.55 5.68 .02

4.09 -.14 3.65 1.74 r.09

5.36 -.20 p.37 5.91 -.04

3.96 05 3.92 3.511 -.16

5.63 -.2F 5.57 5.66 -.09

4.33 .2" 3.81 4.00 -.19

5.84 .07 5.77 5.88 -.11

3.90 -.1w .5.50 3.54 -.OA

5.58 '010 5.37 5.53 -.16

3.79 .27 3.67 3.4A .19
5.32 .20 5.53 5.37 .15

3.60 -.12 3.22 3.3A -.16

5.21 05 5.04 5.26 -.22

3.79 -.PP 3.43 5.49 -.06

5.29 -.5A 5.41 5.38 .09

3.03 .05 3'.35 3.53 -.111

5.50 -.22 5.51 5.54 -.03

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2
FOR DEFINITIONS Dp TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (41

ACCOMPI.P'YING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

I
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TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC' STATUS
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*'ANNE ARUNU.L COUNTY

SCHOOL SYSTEM

SKILL AREAS8.
1

10EA8uLARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL
SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MANY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE Nay- nzFFTR- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER-LAND EpCE , LAND ENCE LAND ENCE LAND E4CESAS GE NORM GE NORM GE NORM GE NORM

ANNAPOLIS ELEM 3 98.0 3.33 3,41 -.08 3.38 3.47 -.09 1.52 3.83 -.31 3.15 3,52
., -.175 92.0 4.61 4.48 .13 4.89 4.59 4.30 4.42 4.81 .01 4.41 4.47 -.06

AN4OLD EL1. 3 99.0 3.7'1 3.48 .23 3.79 3.53 4.26 4.14 3.89 .25 3.56 3.58 -.02
6 10.0 5.81 5.51 .30 5.89 S.56 .33 5.05 5.72 .23 5.92 5.76 ,16

BELLE GROVE ELCm
.1 107,0 3.79 3.99 -.20 3.98 4.07 -.04 4.45 4.39 .06 3.94 4.02 -.08100.0 4.92 5.17 -.25 4.96 5.24 -.28 3.17 5.42 -.24 5.46 5.46 4.00

HgLVEDERE LLLM 3 106.0 5.15 1,93 .72 ,41.02 4.00 4.02 4.41 4.52 .09 3.95 3.96 -.01
b 105.0 5.94 5.60 .34 5.79 5.64 .15 5.99 5.80 .19 ,5.90 5.43 .07

U1.NFILLU 3 1090 4.47 4.12 .35 4.74 4.20 ' .54 5.56 4.51 .55 4.44 4.12 4.33109,0 6.27 5.94 .33 6.38 5.96 .42 6.56 6.10 .26 6.44 6.13 4.35

U6JKIN ELL4 3 102,0 3.66 1.67 01 3,55 3.73 -.18 4.05 4.07 -.02 3.67 3.74 -.0799,0 5.52 5.04 4,44 5.48 5.16 .32 3.48 5.34 .14 5.60 5,34 4.21

HM0CK 4M1DGE 3 99,0 3.77 3.44 .20 3.73 1.53 .211 3.96 3.69 .07 3.51 3.58 -.075 108.0 8.77 5.85 -.04 5,50 3.08 -.38 5.06 6.03 -.07 5.55 1 6.06 -.51

6N00KLyt4 PARK tLEm 3 96.0 1.64 3,29 .35 3.66 3.33 .33 4.14 3.70 400 3.73
3.41 .32 .

5 94,0 5.1* 4.65 .49 5.29 4.75 4.54 5.16 4.96 .20 5.52 5.01 4.51

CAPE ST CLAIR 3 101.0 3.68 1.61 .07 3.72 3.67 4.05 4.05 4.01 .04 3.7i, 1.64 .075 101.0 5.47 4.25 +.22 5.52 5.32 .20 9.57 5.50 .07 5.5n 5.53 .05
CANNIG N 01,,E0Of 3 104.0 4.00 3.R0 ..20 4.32 3.07 .45 4.74 4.20 .5* 4.00 3.85 .15 '5 103.0 5.63 5.42 +.21 5.95 5.46 .46 5.46 5.65 .21 5.46 5.64 -.02

C...1441' 3 162.0 3.36 3.67 -.11 3,74 1.73 .01 3.95 4,07 -.12 3.65 1.74 -.09S 99.0 5.25 5.04 +.17 5.45 5.16 .20 5.16 5.34 -.14 5.37 5.10 ...02

CHOMP.. 3 100.0 3.53 1.54 -.01 1.69 3.40 .04 4.11 3.95 .16 3.52 3.63 -.115 101.0 5.66 5.74 4.41 4.37 5.32 .04 5.15 5.50 -.1% 5.37 5.53 .04
CROFiU INU,N33 3 1.16.0 4.22 1.93 +.29 4.20 4.00 .24 4.53 4.32 .21 3.41 3.96 -.155 104.0 6.28 5.51 .77 6.12 5.56 .56 5.01 5.72 .10 5.77 5.76 .01

DAr105oNvILLE 3 99.0 3.46 1.40 -.07 1.52, 1,53 -.01 5.76 3.89 -.11 .30 3.58 -.085 101.0 5.95 3.25 .2n 5.32 5.32 .00 gos 5.50 -.42 5.37 5.53 -.16

DE ALE 3 97.0 3.62 1.35 +.47 3.66 3.40 .46 4.06 3.76 4.30 3.67 3.47 .205 99.0 5.25 5,0n .17 '5.26 5.16 4.10 8.32 5.35 ,16 5.53 5.39 .14

EAsTkopy 3 95.0 3.02 3.22 -.20 8.11 .3.27 -.16 3.56 3.64 -.04 3.22 3.36 -.145 97.0 5.00 4.91 .05 4.95 5.00 -.05 5.36 5.10 .17 504 5.24 -.20

EDGE4ATLA 3 97.0 3.29 3.35. -.06 3.37 3.40 -.03 3.57 3.76 -.10 3.43 3.57 -.04
5 911.0 4.95 4.99 -.04 5.00 5.08 -.00 4.96 5.27 -.31 5.43 5.31 4.12

PERNUALE 3 98.0, 3.32 3.41 .11 3.44 3.47 -.03 3.49 3.43 .04 3.35 1.52 -.175 101.0 5.57 4.25 4.12 5.43 5.32 .11 5.28 5.50 -.22 5.51 5.53 -.02
z, SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2

FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK fo)ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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( FOLG'ER: MCKINSEY LAKE . SHORE )

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROF LE*

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
PERCENT PERCENT

PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN
TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS STAFF

) GRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ I'DAILy TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTERS DISAD- EDUCA- FAMILYOAGANI- ENROLL- STAFF ATTEN- DEGREE VAN- TION OF 1NCOmE
TEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.ZATION MENT RATIO DANCE OR ADOVE TAGED. MOTHER (S)SCHOOL NAME (11 (2) (3) (41 (51 (61 (71 (81 (9) 1101 (111 (121

FOLDER MCKINSEY K-6 634 26.4 95.4 23.0 1.0 9.7 0.0 16.7 1.1 L2.5 14661.0

FORT SMALLWOOD K-6 405 27.0 95.5 14.0 1.0 7.9 17.0 13.3 0.6 10.6 10685.0

FOUR SEASONS K 6 704 25.1 97.3 26.0 2.0 0.4 15.9 7.1 5.2 12.4 12728.0

FREETOWN K 6 509 22.1 96.2 21.0 2.0 6.7 20.0 17.4 7.3 11.2 10447.0

GEORGE rA0mwELL K -6 513 21.0 95.6 23:5 1.0 9.5 21.0 20.4 3.4 11.9 11532.0

GEORGETOWN EAST K -6 704 26.2 94.0 27.9 2.0 10.1 22.5 13.3 6.1 12.6 13043.0

GEAmANTOwN INTER 5 -6 265 22.0 95.0 '' b0.6. 1.0 6.1 40.0 40.3 10.1 12.3 10738.0

'4EAmANTOwN PRIMARY K -4 566 22.6 95.5 21.0 2.0 13.0 11.7 0.0 11.4 12.3 10738.0

GLEN DUANIE PARK K6 611 24.4 95.0 22.1 1.0 12.4 17.2 0.0 1.5 12.3 12444.0

GLENDALE X b 701 22.1 95.1 31.0 2.0 11.0 18.9 0.6 5.5 11.4 11067.0

HARMAN K-6 525 21.4 94.7 23.5 1.0 6.1 20.0 0.2 12.4 10.9 9635.0

HIC.11 POINT 1-6 159 25.6 94.0 11.0 1.0 7.1 14.0 21.4 9.7 10.1 11045.0

HILLSMERE K .6 612 20.7 95.6 17.5 10.1 24.7 10.5 2.1 12.0 14510.0

HILLTOP K 6 656 22,6 .0 26.0 1.0 0.4 11.0 27.6 5:^5 11.5 11605.0

JACODSVILLE K 6 675 14.5 45.4 26.6 1.0 6.8 11.5 10.9 5.7 10.8 10511.0

JI;;UP K 6 sn? 25.0 94.0 14.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 26.7 tz., 11.1 10156.0

JONES K o 191 15.6 94.1 6.5 1.0 0.4 16.0 13.3 1t.7 12.0 15051.0

LAKE ;HOPE K -6 706 21.5 94.0 20.0 2.0 9.6 0.9 L6.7 9.6 12.0 11592.0

GEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TFAmS.

(',
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(FOLGER MCKINSEY LAKE'S.HORE)

AN11E ARLINuLL Luutar
5LuvoL ST51Em

TABLE 4. RELATION OF AeHIEVEMENT TO MAAYLAND'NORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTRDEtED*

SKILL AREAS

40E0401447 REAOING COMPR ENSIGN LANGUAGE TOTAL mATHEuATICAL TOTAL

...ConL hog. GRADE AvERAGE AvIPAGE *APY-
LAND

.
SAS GE 0Rm

FoLOLK MCK,NSti 3 lo7414 4.00 4.00

5 1044P 6.16 5.6?

FOnT 5ALL000 3 1u1,0 3.23 3.55

S 95,0 4.95 4.76

Fuum 5rA5uIS 3 104,0 3.64 3.01
J 107.0 5,6n 5.73

FKEETJ04

OLOGL. CBo SELL

GLOOLJOK EA51

3 97,0 3.39 1.35

5 90.0 4.90 4.90

3 162.0 3.47
5 97,0 S.18

3.67
C.%)

3 9t0 3.3 1, 2u

S 10 0 5.36

Cli.1.0411 .TOM'. Plit.
jai.° 5,44 S.26

Gt..,.MArtY OW. P41 APT 3 95,0 3.43 1.20

1,,,K41t PAW( 3 135.0
5 032.0

3c62 1.06

5.57

(K.5 NUM 1. 3 99.1 3. SF
033.11 5-.411

s09,"
HAeMtv. 100.0

'07.0 5.17 '4.07

P.ANT J 7 2.6

5 .44.0

H ILLS.4144.
3 10,1.0

/9.0

N11.1.1o0 5 I34.0 5.4n
3 106.4

3.13 1.0S
4.70 4,97

3.83 3.61
5.37 5.50

Jr, WV.. :4.4 3 10.0 3.41 1.67
,01,8 5.10 4.86

..k.,!..44
10.0 3.51 1.41
,90,4 5.23 4,05

3 104.0
s 106.0

LAAL 3 96,0
90,0

4.69 1.0S
5.132 S.01

3.21 3.13
5.(13 5,00

UIFFrn-
Et.c0

...

AVERAGE

- w

, 4
MARY-
LA
NO

OIFFFR
ENCE

AVERAGE

OE

NARY-
LAW)
NORM

niFFFR- AVFPAGf
ENCE ,

Of

MARY.
LAN')
NORM

niFFFP-
r-cr

..00 4.20 4.07 +.13 4.56 4.39 ..17 3.06 4.92 -.06

4.54 6.0 5.63 4.40 6.13. 5.77 .36 6.23 5.80 ..43

-.32 3 1 3.63 -.12 1.75 3.98 ,-.23 3.47 3.67 -.20

4.10 .94 4.03 4.11 4.09 5.00 -.0° 5.02 . 5,12 -.10

-.17 3.76 3.09 -.12 4.26 4.21 .,05 3.71 3.05 -.14

-.13
5.81 579 .02 5.70 5.92 -.22 5.80 5.95 -.07

4.04 3.67 3.40 4,27 4.14 3.76 .55 3,57 3,47' .10

..28 4.94 5.37 -.13 5.18 5.27 -.19 5.30 5.31 -.01

-,28 3449 3.74. -.15 1.49 4.00 -.19 3.56 1.74 '-.15

4.1A 4.04 5.05' -.22 5.20 5.22 4.06 5.50 5.27 '.03

1

7,431
n

3.21
. 5,46

3.20
5.40

.01

.06
1.68
5.61

3.56
5.52

+.12
4.0,1 ;

3.33
5.75

1.3n '

5.57
4.03
..18.

..14 5.40 ,5.35 .13 4.73 5.46 "..27 'S.Al 5.51 .30

.05 3,47 3.31 .16_ 1.40 3.67 3.90 ).10 %10

3.64 3.94 -.30 4.80 4.27 -.27 3.66 1.90 -.22

'Oa 5.40 S.44 .04 5.42 5.50 5.59 5.62 -.n3

.1,6 1,41' -.00 1.46 3.91 -.05 1,44 1.3.4 -.14

..4n S.67 S.46 , .21 4.47 -.64 5,6.3 5.404 -.n2

-,4s 1.21 1,476 -.57 3.65 1.91 -.311 3.20 3.61 -.31

4.50 4.01 4.97 4.05 4.44 s.10 -.24 5.(10 S.23 -.14

l 4.

.14 1.20' 1.0 4.11 1..1 .44 .00 1.27 3.71 0.06

4.90 5.114 -.14 4.74 5.29 -.45 4.16 4.11 -.17

..2) 3.64 4.12' 3.90 .14 1.72 1.67 .n01

#.07 5.31 5.50 .41 9.42 ',.42 .2p S.6A 8.47 .71

1.60
4.14 4.10 -.16 1.44 5.14 -.50

...n4 5.30 5.57 -.2.1 5.62 5.70 -.00 5.47 S.73 -.26

444.2c

..14.,

1.40
4.94

1.76
'4.,4

-.20
-.10

4.02
4.00

4.11
s.2,9

-.00
-.2n

' 1.53
5.11

1.77
5.11 1.:4?)(41

.10 1.73 3.47 .23 3.97 3.$1,3 '.e4 3.20 1.82 -.32

..14 4.26 5.14 .12 K,n7 '1.11 -.14 4.97 5.37 -.40

..'4 4.12 1.09 .23 4..79 4.21 .00 3.A6 3.00 -.02

4.n1 5.79 5.00 -.01 5.40 5.93 -.1* I." S.96 -.03

3.24 3.36 -.12 1.44 3.72 3.17 3.4) -.06

5.34 4.04 5.10 5.29 5.46 5,34 -.2K

SEE CHiA0TE14 4. SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK IAA

ACrImFANrING "DIFFERENCE. SCORES.

() ()
J. (i
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(FOLGER MCKINSEY LAKE SHORE)

ANNE ARUND61. COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

TABLE 5. RELATION OF-ACHIEVEMENT, TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*

SKILL AREAS.

44,4ftsi

SCHOOL NAME

.

VOCABULARY

GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY-
LAND

SAS GE HORN

REATNG COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFFR- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER:"DICE LAND ENCE LAND ENCE LAND ENCEGE NORM GE NORM GE NORM

litFOLGEM MCKINSEY 3 107,0 4.00' 3.99 +.01 4.20 4.07 +.13 '4.56 4.39 +.17 3.46 4.82 -.065 104.0 6.16 5.51 4.65 6.03 5.56 +.47 _6.13 512 +.41 6.23 5.76 +.47

FORT SMALL41000 3 101.0 3.23 3.61 ' -.38 3.51 3.67 -.16 3.75 4.01 -.26 3.47 3.69 -.225 95.0 4.95 4.74 +.21 4.94 4.83 +.11 4.99 5.04 -.05 5.02 5.09 -.07.' .

o
FOUR SEASONS . 3 04.0 3.64 3.80 -.16 3.76 3.87 -.11 4.26 4.20 4,06 3.71 3.85 -,145, 107.0 5.60 5.77 -.17 5.81

.

5.80 +.01 5.70 5.95 --.25 5.88 5.98 -.10

FMEETOwN 3 97.0 3.39 3,35 +.04 3.67 3.40 +.27 0.34 3.76' +.50 3.57 3.47 0005 98,0 4.90 4.99 -.09 4.94 5.08 -.14 5.08 5.27 -.19 5.30 5.31 -.018
4

SLOROt CROMWELL 3 102,0 3.47 3.67 -.20 3,49,- 3.73 -.24 3.69 4.07 -.18 3.56 3.74 -.185 97,0 5.18 4.91 4.27 4.84 5.00 -.16 5.28 5.19 +.09 5.30 5,24 +.06

GEORGETOWN srAti 3 93.0 3.33 3.09 4.24 3.21 3.14 +.07 3.68 3.51 +.17 3.33 3.25 +.08.-,----- 5 101.0 5.36 5.25 4.11 5.46 5.32 +.14 5.61 5.50 +01 5.75 Nes +.22

oGERMA1004N INTER 5 101,0 5.44 ' 5.25 +.19 5:48 5.32 +.16 5.73 5.50 +.21 5.81 5.53 +,28

t6E4/m01704N PNIHARy .5 95.0 3.43 3.22 +.21 3.47 3.27 +.20 3.08 3.64 . +.24 3.40 3.36 '+.1240

81..EWOURNIL PARK 3 105;0 3.62 3.86 -.24 3.64 3.93 -.29 4.00 4.26 -.26 3.68 3.91 -.235 102.0 5.57 5.34 +.23 5.48 5.40 +.08 5.42 5.57 -.15 5.59 5.61 -.02

GLENuALE 3 99.1_ 3.56 3.48 +.08 3.48 3.54 . -.06 3.06 3.89 -.03 3.44 3.58 -.14
5 103..0 5.86 5.42 +.44 5.67 5.48 +.19 5.57 5.65 -.08 5.63 5.68 -.05

1
.HARMAN 3 100.0

5 97.0
3.05
5.17

3,54
4.91

-.49
4,26

3.21
5.02

3.60
, 5.00

-.39
4.02

3.55 ,
4.14

3.95
5.19

-.40
-.25

.3.28
5.09

3.63
'5.24

-.35
-.15

HIGH POINT 3 92.0 3.15 3.03 +.12 3.20 3.07 +.13 3,53 3.45 +.04 3.27 3.19 +.08S 98.0 4,79 4.99 -.20 4.90 5.08 -.18 4.74 5.27 -.53 5.16 ' 5.31 -.15

HILL5mFRE 3 100.0 3.83 5.54 +.243 3.75 3.60 +.15 4.12 3.95 +.37 3.72 3.63 +.095 99.0 5.37 5.08 +.2. 5.31 5.16 / +.15 5.62 5.34 +.28 5.68 5.39 +.29

HILLTOP 3 106.0 3.52, 3.93 -.41 3.60 4.00 -.40' 4.14 4.32 -.IA x,'3.44 3.96 -.52104.0 5.40 5.51 -.11 5.30 5.56 -.26 5.62 5.72 -.10 5.47 5.76 -.29

ACOUSvILLE 3 103.0 3.41 3,74 ,.33 3.48 3.80 -.32 4.02 4.14 -.12 3.53 3.86 -.27
S 98.0 5.10 4.99 4.11 4.94 5.08 -.14 5.08 5.27 -.19 5.11 5.31 -;20

JESSUP 3 98.0 3.51 3,,41 4.10 3.70 3,47 +.23 3.417 3.83 +.14 3.20 3.52 -.325 99.0 5.23 5,08 +.15 5.26 5.16 +.I0 5.07 5.34 -.27 4.97 5.39 -.42

JONES 3 04.0 4.09 3.80 +.29 4.12 3.87 +.25 4.29 4.20 +.09 3.86 3.85 +.01106.0 5.82 5.68 +.14 5.79 5.72 +.07 5.80 5.67 -.07 5.93 5.91 +.02

LAKE SHORE 3 96.0 3.21 3.29 -.08 3.24 3.33 -.09 3.04 3.70 +.14 3,37 3.41 -.045 98.0 5.03 4.99 4.04 5.18 5.08 +.10 5.10 5.27 -.17 5.06 5.31 -.25

SEE CHAPTER 4r SECTIbN 4.1.2
FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (*)ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES. ,
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(LINTHICUM PERSHING HILL)

TABLE,3. SCHOOL LEVEL--COMMUNITY,AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE*

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
PERCENT . PERCENT

PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN
TOTAL AVERAGE 5 AVERAGE YEARS STAFF.GRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S DISAD- EDUCA- FAMILYORGANI- ENROLL- STAFF ATTEN- DEGREE VAN.-. TION 0 METEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.

ZATION MENT RATIO DANCE OR ABOVE TAGED MOTHERSCHOOCNAME (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) . (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) 12)

LINTHICUM .K -6 23.9 :95.9 24.0 1.0 7.9 21.0 20.0 12.1 13240.0.

LOTHIAN PRE K-6 464 25.; 91.9' 17.0 1.0 5.7 ' 17.0 11.1 12.0 12.04 10073.0

MANOR VIEW K-6 898 27.6 96.0 30.5 2.0. 7.3 22.3 18.5 6.2 12.4 7487.0

MARLEY K-6 507 21.6 ' 94.4 22.5 1.0 7.9 23.1.' 21.3 7.5 11.7 10501.0

MARYLAND CITY K-6 598 23.0 95.8 24.0 2.0 6.3 20.5 ' 15.4 6.6 12.4 12259.0

MAYO K-6 395 26.3 96.2 13.0 2.0 9.5, 30.9 20.0 2.7 12.4 12113.0

MEADE HEIGHTS K-6 159 32.6 93.9 10.0 1.0 7.3 22.0 18.2 5.6 12.4 7700.0

MILLERSVILLE K-6 718 22.4 95.2 30.0 2.0 9.4 6.7 '12.5 8.3 12.3 12827.0

NORTH.GLEN K-6 477 23.9 95.5 19.0 1.0 . 10.2 38.0 30.0 7.9 11.9 11408.0

OAK HILL K-6 708 27.8 95.4 23.5 2.0 7.4 ',28.0 25.5 10.7 12.5 15317.0

0

OAKWOOD K-6 981 11.5 94.0 32.0 ° 1.0 8.4 19.0 s.` 15.1 3.3 12.0 10974.0

410

ODENTON K-6 488 23.2 94.9 20.0 1.0 7.3 19.1 '4.8 5.4 12.4 11989.0

OVERLOOK 464 23.0 "95.4 20.0 1.0 10.2 14.9 14.3 4.8 11.4 12533.0

PARK K-6. 661 25.4 96.9 24.0 2.0 5..9 15.3 . 3.8 2.7 10.4 10296.0

PAROLE K-6 652 22.6 , 97.0 26.9 2.0 9.4 26.5 13.8 10.7 12.3 11876.0

PASADENA K-6 496 21.6 95.5 ?2.0 1LO 12.0 11.0 21.7 1.8 12.0 12512.0

PERSHING HILL K-6 613 24.5 95.7 24.0 1.0 11.3 ,16.4 16.0 , 5.9 12.4 7487.0

4 SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

.110 .
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(LINTHICUM PERSHING HILL)

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT, TO MARYLAD NORMS, BY SKILL

AR.AS, WITH-NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLED*

ANNE ArluNuLL COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM '

S

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

SCHOOL NAME. GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE

SAS GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
Et.CE :

GE
_

MARY-
LAND
NORM

OPFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

LtuTHicum 3 103:0 4.17 3,74 +,43 4,05 3.80 +.2S 9.19

45 105,0 5.99 5.60 4,39 5.75 5.64 +.11 5.56

LOTHIAN 3 95.0 3.03 3,26 -,2) 3.19 3.30 -.11 3.40

MANOR V,IEw 3 102.0 3,62 3,65' -,03 3,71 3.76 -.05 3.70

P 99.0 5.55 5.02, +,53 5.49 5.17 +.32 5.64

...

MARLtY 3 96.0 3.21 3.31 -.10 3.10 3.35 -.25 3.45

S 96.0 4.86 4.89 -.04 403 4.97 -.14 4.61

MAPYLMA) CITY " 3 100.0 -3.76 3.98 +.1, 3.81 3.63 +.18 4.13

S 101.0 '5.12 5.32 -.20 5.08 .5.38 -.30 4,86

MAYO 3 104.0 4,014 3.60 -.as 4.04 3.88 +,16 9.98

5 105.0 5.65 5.58 +.07 5,66 5.65 +.01. 5.70

MLADE HEIGHTS 3 101,0 . 3.45 3,59 -.14 3.60 3.69 4..09 3.79

p 99,0 5.44 902 .02 5.42 5.17 +.29 9.51

M1LLEHSVILLE 5 100,0 3.66 '3.8 4.,111 3,69 3.62 +.07 3.95

102,0 5.66' 5.40 ..26 5.66 5.45 +.21 5.74

NOkTH .LEN 3 93,0 3.59 3.36 +,43 3,69 3.17 +.52 4.97

5 92,0 5.39 4.67 +.72 5.06 . 4.72 4,34 9,00

OAK HILL 3 106.0 '3.66 1.89 -.29 3.68 3.94 -.26 3.42

P 103.0 5.48 5,57 -.09 5.61 5.57 +.04 5.53

F
0 ..

0AhhoOn 3 98.0 3.82 3,33 4,49 3,61 3.37 +.24 4.26

5 0,0 6.43 4,86 +.57 4,94 4,93 4.01 ( 5.53

)

OULNTOff a 98.0 3.43 5.96 -.05 3.48 3.50 -.02 1.78

5. 101,0 5.28 5.31 -.03 5,26 5.37 -.11 5.09

. .

OVERLUDX 3 99,0 3.91 3.49 +.32 3,80 3,53 4,27 4.32\

5 102,0 5.S3 5,34 +.19 5,40 5,39 +.0,1 5,95\

PARK a 99.0 3.23 3,43 -.20

.

3,60 ; 3.50 4.1,0 4.01

b 97,0 5.17 4.87 +.50 5,05 4.95 4,10 5.08

PAkou_ 3 92,0 3.10 3,12'' -.02 3,19 3.12 4.07 .98

p 93,0 4.77 4,78 9.95 ' 4.83 4.12 4.01

PASADENA 3 97,0 3.50 3.40 4,10 3.53 3.43 4.10 1.45

5 98,0 5.60 5.11 ..,49 5,35 5,16 4,19 5.59

PL,45H114 HILL 3 105.0 3.89 3.82 4.07 3,79 3.94 2.15 4.96

5 102.0 5.94 5.22 4.772 5.81 5.37 +.44 5.69

MARY-
LAND
NORM

niFFrm- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER-
ENCE

4.14 +.25 3,91 3.80 +.11

5.80 +.06 6.06 5.84 +.22

3.67. -.27 3.11 3.37 -.26

4.11 -.41 3.61 3,71 -.10

5.23 +.41 5.37. 5.30 4.07

3.72 -.27 3.02 3.42 -.40

5.13 -.52 5,14 5,18 -.04

3,97 +.16 3;49 3.64 -.15

5.50 -.64 5.29 5.5S -.26

9.21 4137 3.89 3.85 +.04

5.77 1:-.07 5.72 5.81 -.09

4.04 4-.25 v3.24 ° 3,66 -.42

5.24 '4:27 5.48 5.30 +.18

. .

3.97 -.02 3.63 3/65 -.02

5.59 +.15 6.12 5.63 +.49

3,54 4.53 3.32
.

3.28 +.04

4.88 +.32 5.06 4,94 +.12

4.27 -.45 3.47 3.92 -065 *

5.72 -.19 5.35 5.75 -.40

d

3,73 4.5' 3.66. 3,473- 4,23 f%

5.07 +.16 5.36 5.12 .4..24

3.85 -.07 5.98 5.59 -.06

5.49 -.40 5.40 5.54 x.14

1.88 4.44 3.71 3.54 1 4.12

5.59 4.26 5.70 5.6 4.07

3.86 4.14 3.52 3.56 -.04

5.21 -.13 4,96. 5.25 -.29

''.

3,49 4.09 2.96 3,23

4,95 -.nA 5.06 5.01 +.05

3.78 4.07 3.31 3.49 -.18

5.31 4.28 5.68 5.36 4,32

4.28 4.28" 3.83 ',AEI -.03

5,44 4.29 5,59 5.49 +.10

j SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2
FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 440

'
ACCOMPANYING 'DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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(L.INTHICUM - PERSHING HILL)

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
' AREAS,_WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS

.,.-del, ,
4' 4,000""'"*.

ANNE ARUNUtL COUNtl
SCHOOL SYSTEM

*ink

,STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*

0

1

SKILL AREAS k

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTALSCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE WARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER. AVERAGE
LAND EI.CE LAND ENCESAS 6E NORM GE NORM GE

LIMTHICUM 3 103.0 4.27 5.74 .0.43 W.05 3.80 +.25 4.39105.0 5.99 5.60 s.39 5.75 5.64 +.11° 506

LOTHIAN a 95.0 3.03 3.22 -.19 3.19 3.27 -.08 3.40

MANOR VIEW 102..0 3.62 3.67 -.05 3.71 3.73 -.02 3.7099.0 5.55 _5.08 +.47 5.49 5.16 +.33 5.64

MARLEY

OAK HILL

PAROLE

PASADENA

PLRSMIN4 HILL

3 96.0 5%21 3.29
5 96.0 4.85 4.82

MARYLAND CITY 3 100.0 3.76 3.54 +.22 3.81 3.60 +.21 4.135 101.0 5.12 3.25 -.13 5.08 5.32 -.24 4.46
t

MAYO
, 3 104.0 4.08 1.80 +.28 4.04 5.87 +.17 4.585 105.0 5.65 5.60 +.05 5.66 .5.64 +.02 5.70

iMEADE MkidATS 4 101.0 3.45 3.61 -.16 3.60 3.67 -.07 3.795 99.0 \ 5.44 5.08 +.36 5.42 5.16 +.26 5.51

MILLEK5V2LLE 2 100.0 3.68 . ,5.54 +.14 3.69. 3.60 +.09 3055 102.0' 5.-66 , 5.34 +.32 5.66 5.40 +.26 5.74,

NOJWTH 84EN 3 93.0 3.59 i 5.09 4.50 3.69 3.14 +.55 4.,07b 92,0 5.39 4.48 +.91 * 5.06 4.59 +.47 5.20

3 105.0 3.60 ,35.86 -.26 3.68 3.93 -.25 30425 103.0 5.421 5.42 +.05 5.61 5.45 +.13 5.53

.04sWOOP 2 96.0 3.82 3.29 +.53 3.61 3.33 +.25 4.26v.
b 95.0 5.43 4.74 _4.69 4.94 4.83 +.11 503

ODENION 3 915.0 3.43 5,41 4.02 3.48 3.47 4.01 3.785 101.0 5.28 5.25 +.03 5.26 5.32 -.06 509

OVERLOOK 3 99.0 3.81 3.48 '..33 3.80 3.53 +.27 4.52b 102.0 5.53 5.34 ..19 5.40 5.40 +.00 5.45

PARK 3 °99.0 3.23 3.48 -.25 3.60 3.53 +07 4.515 97.0 5.17 4.91 +.26 5.05 5.00 +.05 5.08

3 92.0 3.10 3.03 +.07 3.19 3.57 +.12 3.584 95.0 4.77 4.56 +.21 *.95 4.b7 +.26 4.qt

3 97.0 3.50 3.35 +.15 3.53 3.40 +.13 5.55b 98.0 5.60 4.99 +.61 5.35 5.08 +.27 5.59

3 105.0 5.89 3.e6 +.03 3.79 3.93 -.14 4.565 102.0 5.94 5.14 ha
5.40 +.44 5.69

Om Z.10 3.33 -.23 3.45
+.03 4.83 4.92 ..09 4.51

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE°

. BE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

OFFER-
VICE

4.14 +.25 3.91 3.p0 +.11
5.80 +.06 6.06 5.R3 +.23

3.64 -.24 3.11 3.36 -.25

4.07 -.37 3.61 3.74 -.0
5.34 +.30 5.37 5.39 -.02

3.70 -.25' 3.02 3.41
5.12 -.51 5.14 5.16 -.02

3.95 +.18 3.49 3.63 -.14
5.50 -.64 ,5.29 5.53 -.24

4.20 +.311 3.49 3.85 ...04
5.80 -.10 5.72 5.83 -.11

4.01 -.22 3.24 3.6q qi45
5.34 +.17 5.48 5.39 4i99

cr,

3.95 ' +.00 3.63 3.63 +,00. ...5.57 +.17 6.12 >5.,61 +.51'

3.51
4.81

+.56,
+.39

3.32
506

3.25
4.87

1,07
+.19

4.26 .44 3.47 3.91 , .44*
5.65 -.12 5.35 5.68 -.33

3.70 +.56 3.66 3.41 +.25
5.04 +.1° 5.36 5.09 +.27

3.83 -.05 3.48 5.52 -.04
5.50 -.41 5.40 5.53 -.13

3.89 +.43 3.71 3.58 +.13
5.57 +.24 5.70 5.61 +.09

- 3.89 *.12 1.52 3.58 -.06
5.19 -.11 4.96 5.24 -.2P

3.45 +.13 2.96 3.19 ...23
4.e9 +.02 5.06 4.94 +.12.'

3.76 +.09 3.31 3.47 -.165.27 +.32 5.68 5.31 +.37

4J044 +.30 3.83 3.91 -O85.57 +.12 5.59 5.61 -.02 .

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2
FOR DEFINITIONS DP TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (414-ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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(POINT PLEASANT VAN BOKKELEN)

TABLE 3. SCHOOL. LEVEL--COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE*

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
PERCENT

- PERCENT
PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN'

TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS STAFFGRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S DI SAD- EDUCA- FAMILYORGANI- ENROLL- STAFF ATTEN
DEGREE VAN- TION OF INCOME.TEACHER

151
ADMIN.
.161

TEACHER
(71

ADMIN.
18)

SCHOOL-NAME
ZATION

11/
MENT
12)

RATIO
(3)

DANCE ,
(4)

OR ABOVE
(9)

TAGED
110/

MOTHER
(11)

IS)
112/

POINT PLEASANT K-6 1181 25.1 95.2 45.0 2.0 6.9 26.5 12.E 3.2 11.7 11519.0

OUARTERFIELD K-6 660 22.7 95.7 27.0 2.0 6.8 15.6 20.7 18.4 12.1 11670.0

RIeMARD HENRY LEE K-6 636 23.5 95.5 25.0 2.0 11.5 15.0 18.5 9.2 12.0 , 11175.0

.RIDGEIZAY K-6 513 21.4 96.1 23.0 1.0 9.6 _13.7 20.8. 6.4 . 12.1 10516.0

RIPPLING WOODS K-6 707 29.5 96.0 22.0 2.0 5.9 . 18.5 4 20.8 4.9 12.1 12695.0

RIVIERA BEACH K-6 587 25.5 93.9 22.0 1.0 7.5 26.0 8./ 2.2 10.7 11045.0

KSROLLING KNOLLS K-6 586 22.5 95.5 (s-25.0 1.0 10.8 20.0 19.2 10.7 12.3 12287.0s.."

SEVERN K76 333 25.6 95.7 12.0 1.0 12.6 27.0 15.4 5.b 12.0 10353.0
,

1

SEVERNA PARK K-6 397 23.4 95.6 15.6 1.0 9.1 22.5 18.1 4.6 12.7 16606.0

SHADY SIDE K-6 699 23.3 94.8. 29.0 1.0 9.9 28.4 16.7 9.5 12.1 10374.0

SOLLEY K-6 211 24.8 95.3 7.5 1.0 5.2 14.4 1 i.8 4.2 10.1 10509.0Ao
P

SOUTH SHORE K-6 283 25.7 94.7 10.0 1.0 5.7 12.5 18.1 17.6 10.5 12802.0

.a SOUTHGATE K-6 651 24.1 95.9 26.0 1.0. 7.0 17.0 14.8 4.6 12.2 12461.0

%ONSET K-6 675 25.0 93.6 25.0 2.0 4.2' 9.5 18.5 5.7 10.5 10821.0
,, °

. ,TRACEY'S 1-6 519 20.0 96.1 24.0 1.0 0`.9 27.0 28.0 17.9 11.8 9582.0

TYLER HEIGHTS K-6 707 21.4 94.0 114.0 1.0 8.4 8.5 9.1 11.6 12.1 9913.0_ .

9VAN BOKKELEN K-6 005 24.5
...

92.3 31.8 1.0 8.5 17.0 ' 14.6 4.6 12.0 9371.0

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

1 1 3
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(POINT PLEASANT VAN BOKKELEN)

ANNE APUNULL COUNT),
59100L SYSTEM

J

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS, WI1-1-1 NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLEbS

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE

5A5

AVERAGE

GE

POINT PLEASANT 3 106.0 3.91
5 100.0 5.5.1

DUARTLRFILLO 3 104.0 4.04
5 99.0 5.35

RICHARD HCNRY L,E 3 101.0 3.62
S .97.0 5.20

R10GEAAY 3 103.0 3.22
98.0 5.03

RIPPLI'IG 00005 3 104.0 3.80
5 102.0 5.57

RlyIERA BEACH J 98.0 3.70
5 99,0 5.08

ROLLING KNOLLS J 98.0 3.43
S 99.0 5.38

SLVEH,I 3 97.3 3.49
b 99,0 5.00

/

SEVER140 PAaK J 109.0 3.99
5 110.0 6%15

SHAW S1OL 3 97.0 3.31
5 100.0 4.116

soLLEy 3 94.0 2.68
5 99.0 4.66

SOUTH SHORL 3 100.0 3.72
5 104.0 5.82

SuuT4k,ATE 3 99.0 3.63
5 104.0 5.97

5vmsEr J 97.0 2.91

5 93.0 4.711

TkACEYs 3 101t7 3.27
97.0 5.13

TYLER HEIGr,TS 3 94.0 3.09
S 96.11 4.94

VAN BCKKELEN 3 07.0 '2.A0
5- 94.0 4.20

LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

MARY-
LARD
NORM

0/0r14.. AVERAGE
ECE

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER,.
ENCE

AVEPAGE

'E

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFFR- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

RAPT.
LAND
NORM

OTFFER..
EMCE

3.094 402 3.94 3.98 -.04 4.16 4.31 -.15 3.98 3.94 .04

5.19 .32 5.33 5.25 +.08 5.55 5.42 .13 5.58 5.47 4.11

3,79 .25 4.02 3.07 +.15 4.42 4.20 .22 3.81 3.84 -.03

5.15 .20 5.40 5.21 4.19 5.37 5.35 .02 5.18 5.40 -.22

3.61 .Of 3.62 3.116' -.06 3.93 4.02 -.09 3.54 3.6B T.14

5.00 .20 5.12 5.07 +.05 , 5.01 5.21 -.20 4.94 5.26 -.32

3..72 -.50 1.31 . 3.80 -.49 3.74 4.15 -.41 3.51

5.04 7..01 5,02 5.13 -.11 5.01 5.26 5.05

1.80 4.00 3.91 3.87 +.04 4.54 4.20 .14 3.77 3.85 -.08

5.39 5.67 5%44 4.23 5.57 5.55' #09 5.77 5.63 .14

. .

3.39 .31 3.32 . 3.44 -.12 3.711
..

3.60 -.OF 3,29 3.52 -.23

5.04 .04 5.01 5.11 -.10 40,11 5.36 .,38 5.42 5.39 .03
t. 0.;

3.46 -.03 3.42 3.50 -.08 3.76 3.6g -.09 3.33 1.54 -.21

5.19 .14 5.39 5.24 .15 5.70 5.37. -.17 5.40 5.42 -.02

3,40
5.10

.09
-.10

3;41
5.16

3.45
5.19

-.04
-.03

4."5
5%16

3.80 #.....20: 3.26
5.29

3.44
5.37

-.23
-.08

4.14 -.15 3.98 4.20 -.22 4.57 4.51 -.14 3,94 4.14 -.20

6.09 4.06 6.20 6.07 +.13 6.47 6.22 .25 6.24 6.25 -.01

3,35 -.07 3.01 3.43 -.42 3.65 3.79 -.14 3.22 3 4A

5.17 4.84 5.26 -.42 5.13 5.39 -.26 5.10

144 -06 2.66 3.17 -.51 1.10 3.55 -.45 3.80 3.31 -131

4.99 -03 4,58 5.07 .49 4.68 5.35 -.67 5.23 5.38 -.15

1x1-

.,.

5.51 +.0e 3,43 3.56 -.13 3.47 3.91 -.04 3.60 3.63 -.03

5.42 ..4t" 5.56 5.47 4.09 5.43 5.75 -.37 5.38 5.77 -.39

1.51 4.17 1:73 3.56 4.17 1.95 3.90 .05 3.52 3.59 -.07

5.51 .46 5.03 5.57 4.06 5.54 5.71 -.07 6.08 5.75 4,33

3.32 -.41 2.95 3.37 -.42 1.19 3.74 -.55 3.25 3.46 -.21

4.63 .15 4.59 4.69 -.10 4.14 4.95 -.21 4.85 5.00 -.15

3.59 -.32 3,47 3.67 -.20 4.12 4.02 4.18 3,46 3.67 -.21

4.93 .20 5.30 5.03 4.27 5.60 5.17 .43 5.37 5.22 +.15

3.21 -.12 3.21 .3.24 -.03 3.54 3.61 .-.07 3.15 3.32 -.17

4.89 .05 5.10 4.99 +.19 5.80 5.10 -.02 4.92
4.

5.16 -.24

2.00 .00 2.73 2.80 -.07 3.00 '3.19 '8.19 2.89 2.96 -.07

4.73 -.53 . 4.30 4.e3 -.53 4.13 4.95 -.67 4,A5 5.02 , -.17

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.24FOR
DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 1

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES. li

'1,1 4
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(POINT PLEASANT - VAN BOKKELEN)
4.(

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH 'NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLEDV

AWE ARUNOLL COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL
SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER.. AVERAGE

'...- LAND &ICE LAND ENCESAG GE NORM GE NORM GE.

.,'

POINT PLEASANT

GUARTLRFIE60 .

\\,

RICHARD HENRY LEE 3 101.0 3.62 3.61 +.01 3.62 3.67 , -.05 3.o35 47.0. 5.20
0 4.91 +.29 5.12 5.00 +.12 5.01

3 106.0 3.93. 3.93 3.94 4.00 .05 . 4.165 100.0 5.51 5.17 .34 5.33 5.144 +.09 5.55

3 104.0 Mn... 3.80° +.24 4.02 3.87 +.15 4.425 99.0' 5..35 3.08 4..27 5.40 5.16 +.24 5.37

RIDGE4AY

RIPPLING WADS 3 104.0 3.80 3.84 +.00 3.915 102.0 5.87 5.34..' #.53'

RIVIERA BEACH

J 103.5 3.22 3.74 3.31 Z.80 -.49 3.745 MO 5.03 4.99 #.04 5.02 5.08 -.06 8.01

5.67
3.87 +.04 4.34
5.40 427 5.67

3 98.0 3.70 3.41 +.29 3.32 3.47 -.15
5 54,0 5.05 5.06 4.00 5.01 5.16 -.15 4.48

ROLLING KNJLL5 J 90.0 3.43 5.41 ...02" 3.42 3.47 3.76

SLVERN

SLVERNA PAHA

SHADY S1DL.

WOLLEY

SOUTH SHONt

SOUTHGATE

SUNSET

TRACE'S

TYLER HEIGHTS

VAN 110KKEEEN

5

5 99.0 5.38 5.08 4.30 5.39 5.16 +.23 5.70

3 97,3 O.49
5' 99.0 5.00

3.37 +.12 3.41 3.42 -.01 4.08
5.08 -.OA 5.16 5.16 +.Q0 5.36.

6 109.0 \3.94 4.12 -.13 ' 3.98 4.20 407.
5 110.0 \Q.I5 6.03 412 6.20 6.04 +.46 6.47

3 97,0 -3.31 5.35 ...04 3.01 3.40 -.39 3.65
5 10.0 4.85 5.17 -.31 4.84 5.24 -.40 5.13
+

5 94,0 2.68 3.10 -.48 2.66 3.20 ...54 3.10
5 99.0 4.66 5.08 -.42 4.58 5.16 -.58 4.68

/ .

3 100.0 3.72 3.54 #.14 3.43 3.60 ...I./ 3.475 404-.0 5.82 5.51 .31 5,56 5.56 +.00 5.43

3 99.0 3.63 3.48 -#.15 3.73 3.53 .20 3.95b 104.0 5.97 5.51 4.48 5.63 516 +.07 5.44
t

3 97,0 2.91 3.35 -.44 2.95 3.40 ...45 3.195 93,0 4.78 4.56 +.22 4.59 4.67 08 4.74

3 101.0 3.27 3.61 -.34 3.47 3.67 -.20 4.125 97,0 '5.13 4.91- +.27 5.30 5.00 +.30 5.60

3 94.0 3.09 3.16 -.07 3.21 3.20 +.01 3.445 96.0 4.94 4.82 ..12 5.18 4.92 +.26 5.08
w

3 87.0 200 2.71 4..G4 2.73 2.74 -.01 3.905 94.0- 4.20 4.65 ...44 4.30 4.75 -.45 4.33...
..,..

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FDR DEFINITIONS
OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISKACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

4-48

MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER".
LAND ENCE LANG ENCE
NORM.

. . lf NORM
.

4.32 .16 3.95 3.96 +.02
5,42 +.13 5.58 5.46 +.12

4.20 +.29 3.81 3.85 ...04
5.34 +.03 5.18 5.39 .2.1

4.01 .08 3.54 3.69 -.155.19 .18 4.94 5.24 -.30

4.14 -.40 3.51 3.80 ...2115.27_ -.26 5.05 5.31 -.26

4.20 +.14
5.57 +.10

3.77 3.85 -.08
.77 501 +.16

3.83 '=.09
.5.34 .38 5.42 5.39,. +.03

3.29 3.52 -.23

3.83 .07 3.33- 3.52' -.18
5.34 ...111 5.40 5.39 +.01

3.78 -..30 3.26 '3:48 -.22
5.34 A.02 5.29 5.39 -.10

4.51 -.14 3.94 ,%.12 -.10
6.18 +.20 6.24 6.20 +.04

3.76 -.11 3.22 3.47 -.25
5.4i .29 5.10 5.46 -.38

(

3.58 :.46,1 3.00 3.30 -.30
5.23 5.39 -.16

3.95 -...08 3.60 3.63 ....03
5.72 .....29 5.38 5.76 -.38

3.89 06 3.52 308 .06
5.72 -.08 %6,08 5.46 +.32

3.76 .5T 3.25 3.47 -.22
4.89 -.15 4.85 4.94 1.04

4.01 +.11 3.46 3.69. -.23
5.19 #.41 5.37 5.24 t.13

3.58 3.15 3.30
5.12 -.04 4.92 5.16 -.24

o
3.14 .....14 2.89 2.92 -.03
4.96 -.63 4.85 5.01 -.16

OP)



(WAUGH CHAPEL SOUTHERN SR)

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL COMMUNITY AND PUBOC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFDLE* \

.

SCHOOL NAME

c..

GRADE
ORGANI-
ZATiON

(1)

TOTAL
SCHOOL
ENROLL-
MENT
(2)

-

, -

PUPIL/
STAFF
RATIO
(3)

PERCENT
AVERAGE
DAILY
ATTEN-,
DANCE
(4)

TOTAL NO.
AVERAGE- .YEARS
EXPERIENCE

PERCENT
STAFF,

MASTER'S
DEGREE

OR ABOVE
(9) .

_

5CHOOt AGE CHILDREN

PERCENT`
DISAI-
VAN-

TAGEII

(10)

p
MEDIAN
EDUCA-
TION OF
MOTHER
(11)

MEDIAN
FAMILY r
INCOME
(s)

, (12),

TEACHER
(5)

ADMIN.
(6)

TEACHER
(7)

ADMIN.
(8)

WAUGH CHAPEL

WEST ANNAPOLIS

WEST MEADE

WOODSIDE

A(NAPOLIS JR HIGH

ARNOLD JUNIOR

ARUNDEL JR HI
'

AM
--.....:

ARUNDEL JR HI, PM

BATES JR

BROOKLYN PK 5R JR

CORKRAN JR HIGH

GEORGE FOX JR HIGH

LINDALE JR HIGH

MACARTHUR JR HIGH

SEVERNA PARK JR

SOUTHERN JR HI

SOUTHERN 5R HI

K-6 , 637 22.1

K-6 341 26.2

K-6 602 25.1

K-6 589 22.7,'

7-9 ,2621 19.6

7-9 9.1405 19.3

7-9 2240 20.4

7-9 2240 20.4
.,,

7-9 1107 15.8

7-12 1704 17.6

7-9 1778 18.3

7-9 2197 347.6

7-9 1783 19.0

7-9 2029 19.7

7-9 1283 18.6

7-9 1474 17.2

7-8 665 18.0

9 -12 1913 180

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

94.6

95.9

26.8

11.0

2.0

2.0

7.4

12.7

11.0.

24.3

18.7

:130.8

11.0

13.2

12.4

12.4

12188.0

10768.0

96.0 - 23.0 1.0 7.6 25.0 20.8 5.7 12.4 ,7487.0

95.0 24.0 2.0 9.5 15.9 11.5 5.9 12.0 10974.00,"

90.2 126.9 7.0 7.8 13:9 25.3 8.0 12.4 .41748.0
, f *

94.1 69.5 3.0 6.3 17.7 26.1.., 5.1 12.5 13470.0

93:6 104.0. 6.0 6.8 13.7 20.9 5.2 12.3 13050.0

93.6 104.0 6.0 6.8

)

13.7 ?0.9 8.2 12.3 13050.0 ..

90.0 65.0 5.0 7.0 12.2 24.3 14.2 12.4 10951.0

1
411

90.6 . 92.6 4.0 10.9 15.9 30.0 5.3 10.4 10776.0

91.2
.

"41.0 6.0 7.0 '20.0 19.6 5.6 12.1 11325.0

94.6 118.0 7.0 6.7 20.9 25.6 6.7 11.0 11117.0

93.5 88.7 5.0 5.9 11.8 18.9 4.4 1148 2405.0

94.3 97.0 6.0 6.3 12.3 20.4 7.0 12.2 9332.0

91.9 65.0 4.0 7.6 14.3 11.6 4.7 11.9 11166.0

94.4 80.0 5.0 7.4 17.2 25.9 5.2, 12.4 13931.0

93.6 35.0 2.0 9.5 18.5 29.7 13.1 12.0 10152.0

91.0 95.0 6.0 9.4 21.3 24.7 11.1 12.2 10770.0

4-5-0
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(WAUGH CHAPEL - SOUTHERN SR)

TABLE 0. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLED*
ANA ~IAA. COUNTY
SLNOOL 515TE9

m . .

VOCABULARY

bc4ont. NAME &RAU( AVERAGE AVERAbL NARY-
LArD

sA, GE NORM

UIFFFR-
el -a

111

SKILL ARIAS.

READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGf TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVEnAGE 1.40444- DIFFER- AVERAGE {MARY- DIFFER-

LAND ENCe -. LAND FNCE LAND ENCE

GE NORM .
sE NORM GE NORM

m441644 CHAPLL 3 1u0.0 3.39 3.54 -.19 3.52 3.o3 4-.11 3.75 3.97 -.22 3.25' 3.64 -.39

5 102.0 5.55 5,38 4.17 5.56 4.44 '4.12 .5.13 5.57 -.24 5.51 5.61 -.10.
.64

MIST *1144411115 3 101,0 3.29 3,62 44.5-54.2 3.43 3.69 -.26 3.46 4.04 -.08 - 3.45 . 3.68 -.23

5 101.0 5.53 5,27 .26 5.34 5.36. -..02 5.48 5.46 4.02 5.39 5.51 -.12

MAO MEALS 3 100.0 3.65 1,54 .11 3.49 3.63 -:144 3.08 3.99 -.Or 3.42' 3.61 -.19

5 104.0 5474 5.35 4.39 5.63 5.51 .12 5.66 5.57 4.09 5.53 502 -.09

mODUSIDE 3 107.0 3.79 3.95 -.16 3.98 4.05 -.07 4.17 4.34 -.01 3.45

5 101,0 6.21 5.25 -.04 5.14 5.33 4.01 5.34.4.. 5.47 -.13 5.52

444.4PuLIS'JR HIGH 7
9

iO3.0
102'.0

6.98
8.48

7.11
8.62

-.13
-.14

5.93
8.28

7.13
8.39

-.20
T.11'

1

6.44
8.06

7.17
6.48

-413 1.0f4 4

-.42 .14.53

7.55
4.6

-.28
-. 4 0

44-41401)..; JUNIOR 7 186.0 . 7.150 - 7.48 4.02 7.28 7.46 -.18 7.12 7.48 -.16. .,7,66 7.69 -.03

9 iv6.0 9.03 0.10 -.07 4.72 4.90 -.14 4.75 8.92 -.17 :8.48 9.14 -.26

. .

.4"
. ,

ANUNULL JH HI. AM 7 104.0 7.16 7.26 -.to 7.18 . 7.26 -.OR 7.n0 7.32 -.32 7.22* 7.51 -.29

v 106.0 8.76 1.07 -.2" 4.57 .8,90 -.33 4421 8.90 -.60, 8.45 9.14 -.29

ANONULI J4 HI, PH 7 106.0. 7.1C 7,44 -.37 7.26 7.46 -.20 ,, 7.11, 7.44 .4:37 7,49. 7.70 -.21

9 106.0 8.91 0.07 -.16 8.87 8.90 -.03 A.47 0.90 -.43 8-.93 9.14 -.21

DATES JR I 10.0 6.70 6.77 -.n7 6.79 6.82 -.Oa 6.85 6.49 4.06 '6.73 /.02 -.29

9 103.0 8.62 n.67
'-,

-.0c 4.71 8.48 4.23' 4.62 8.52 4.10 8.58 11.73 -.15

B400K1094 PK SR JR 9740 6.58 6.55 4.03 6.19 6.b 6.27 -6.78 -451 6.41 - 7.01 -.20

9 97.0 7.74 t.04 -.30 7.39 7.92 -.53 7.67 8.09 -.142 8.83 8.25 -.22

CONKN, J HIG" -., 7 102.0 7.93 7.91 4.02 6.96 7.04 -.08 704 7.09 -.05. 7.03 7.27 -.24

101.0 4.48 4.40 -.01 8.40 8.20 .11 0.46 8.39 -.01 8.42 8.97 ,.15

GEokUL FOA j9 f O9 7 401%0 6.74 6.95 -:25 6.69 6.98 -.:9 6.17 7.08 -.71 6.00 7.31 -.41

9 102.0 8.04 4.55 ..46 8.05 8.46 -AI 7.61 AI51 -.09 8.77 0.74 -.47

LIvU,ILT Jm H10a 7 99.0 6.86 ,6.71 01 6.68 6.75 -.19 6.62 6,90 ..28 6.6p 7.06 -.08

9. 104.0 0.74 1.01 8.57 8.67 -.10 8.70 8.70 -.58 6.63 8.01 -.30

4ACA10,11J11 JR 1,11,4 1- 102.0 0.95 6.43 4,07 7,03 6.98 4.05 6.09 6.94 -.18 6.06 7.16 -.20

9 107.0 8.N%7 4.45 -.24 8.77 8.91 -.14 n.45 8.78 -.31 0.86 9.99 -.24

1.411,LL7 J11 7 171.0 6.70 6.01 -.17 6,74 6.95 -.21.. 6.46 7.02 -.16 7.94 7.28 -.16

9 104.0 0.41 n.76 -.15 8.10 A.64 -.44 -.21 0.61 8.89 -.28

.

4,64

St.EhriA MA,K Jh 7 107.0 7.61 7.69 ..ni 7.47 7.57 -.10 7.58- 7.59 -.01 7.82
-4.1;. 66.102

9 108.0 9.18 1.11 -.11 0.15 9.15 .00 000 9.12 -.12 9.41

. ,
54wIRL94 .11 HI 1 100.0 6.27 '.7h -.49 (6.58 6.82 -.24 A.440. 6.88 -.44 4.50 7..04 -.44

,50o71,041 54 III 9 99.0 7,50 8.28. -.79 7.42 8.03 -.61 7.14 41.10 -.P4 7.73 8.53 -.60

t. SEE CHAPTER. 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 01

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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(WAUGH CHAPEL SOUTHERN SR)

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ,ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL .

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
STAUSTICALLY CONTROLLED*

ANNE ARUNULL COUNTY'S
SCHOOL SYSTEM

,

SKILL AREAS
4

VISEAMULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL,
.SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGL MARY- D1FFFR- AVERAGF MARY- 'DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY-

LANO LAND0 ECF
NORM

LANDSAS GE GE r.ENORM NORM

WAUGH CHAPLL

MIST ANNAPuLlb

3 100.0
5 102.'0

3 101.0
5 101.0

3.39
5.55

3.29
5.53

3.54
5.34

3.61
5.25

-.15
4.21

-.32
.2P

3.52
5.56

3.43
5.34

3.60
5.40

3.67
5.32

-.08
.16

-.24
.02

MIST MFADL 3 100.0 3.65 3.54 4.11 3.49 3.60 -.115 104.0 5.74 5.51 4.24 5.63 5.56 .07

11000519E 3 107.0 3.79 3.99 -.20 3.98 4.07 -.095 101.0 5.21 5.25 -.04 54 502 .02

ANHAPOLIS JR HIGH 7 103.0 6.98 '7.15 -.17 H.93 7.16 -.239 102.0 8.48 8.59 -.11 8.20 8.44 -.16

ARUOLJ JUN18R 7 106.0 7.50 7.47 . 4.03 7.28 .7.46 -.IR9.106.0 9.03 9.05 -.02 8.72 8.91 -.19-

ARUNIXL JR 141.AM 7 104.0 7.16 7.25 ...04 7.18 7.26 -.089 106.0 8.70 9.05 -.27 8.57 8.91 -.34

ARuNOLL JR MI, PM 7 106.0 7.10 7.47 -.37 7.26 1.46 -.209 106.0 8.91 905 -.14 8.87 8.91 -.04

BATES 40 7 100.0 6.70 6.82 -.12 6.79 6.86 -.07103.0 8.62 R.71 -.00 8.71 6.55 .16

JRDOKLYN PK SR JR 7 97.0 6.58 6.49 - 4.99 6.19 6.56 -.379 97.0 7.74 4.02 -.26 7.39 7.85 -.46

CORK/001 JR 14160
7 102.0 7.03 7.04 -01 6.96 7.06 -.109 101.0 8.48 1.40 ..00 8.40 8.32 4.08

GEORGE FOX JR .HIGH 7 101.0 6.70 6.93 -.73 6.69 6.96 -.279 102.0 8.09 8.59 -.50 4.04 0.44 -.39

L1NOALF .i HIGH 7 ,99.0 6.80 6.71 4.00 6.68 6.76 -.069 104.0 8.76 4.02 -.06 8.57 8.67 -.10

MAEAHTHUR JR HIGH 7 102.0 6.95 7.04 -.00 7.03 7.06 -.039 107.0 8.67 9.16 -.40 8.77 9.02 -.25

RAIILEYJR ,1101.1 7 101.0 6.79 6.93 ...14 1 6.7 6.96 -.229 104.0 8.41 6.62 ..41 6 8.67 -.49

"SLVEMNA PARK JR 7 107.0 7.61 7.58 .03 7.47 7.56 -.099 108.0 9.18 9.28 -.10 9.15 9.14 .01

SOUTHERN JA III 7 100.0 6;27 6.0 -.58 6.58 6.06- ....r1

SOUTHERN So HI 9 99.0 7.58 5.25 -.67 7.42 8.u6 -.AA

3.75 3.95
5.63 5.57

3.96 4.01
5.48 5.50

3.08 3.95
8.66 5.72

4.47 4.39
5.14 5.50

6.44 7.22
406 8.51

7.42 7.49
8.75 8.90

7.00 7.31
8.21 8.90

7.11 7.49
8.47 8.90

6.05 6.95
6.62 8.61

6.27 6.69
7.67 8.01

7.04 7.13
8.46 8.41

6.47 7.04
7.61 8.51

6.62 6.87
600 8.71

6.9 7.13
8.45 9.00

,

6.46 7.06
6.41 0.71

S

0.10
7.46

;:ro

6.44 6.95

7.44 6.21

.t.. SEE CHAPTER 4. SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OP ASTERISK 11ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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DIFFFR-
ENEE

-.20

AVERAGF

OF

3.25

MARY-
LANO
NORM

3.63

OTFFER-
E"CE

-OR
-.24 5.51 5.61 -.10

-.OS 3.45 3.69 -.24
-.02 5.39 5.53 -.14

.03 3.42 3.63 -.21
-06 5.53 6.76 -.23

-.0? 3.85 4.02 -.17
-.16 5.52 5.53 -.01

-.38 ,

-.45
707
8.53

7.43
8.71

-.36
-.18

-.17 7.66 7.71 -.05
-.15 8.88 9.15 -.27

-.31 7.22 7.52 -
A
.30

-.69 8.85 9.15 -.30

-.34 7.49 7.71 -.22
8.93 9.15 -.22

4.00 L.73. 7.15 -.42
.01 A.58 8.82 -.24

-;42 6.61 6.87 -.06
-.34 8.03 8.17

-.00 7.01 7.34 -.31
-.08 8.42 8.60 -.18

-.67 6.90. 7.24 -,34
-.cm-. 8.07 8.71 -.44

-.25 6.°P 7.06 -.08
-.51 8.63 8.93 -.30

-.24 6.96 7.34 ....NI
...VS 8.85 9.25t -.40

-.18 . Toa 7.24 -.20
-.3P 0.61 0.93 -.32

::01;

7..2

9.41

--..

::"3:
::::

-.51 6.50 7.15 -.65

-.67 7.73 0.39 -.66.



LOCAL SCHOOL SYSTEM LEVEL7-ACCOUNTABILITY
ASSESSMENT INFORMATION

ti

4.4 -
BALTIMORE COUNTY,

School System Goals and Objectives

A. Setting Goals and Objectives. Of the many activities

required by'the accountability law, none is more important than

the establishment of goals and objectives at the local county

and at the individual school level. This is important for two

reasons. First, the intent of the accountability program requires

the evaluation of instructional programs and the appraisal of

students' progress toward stated goals and objectives. Second,

not muCh can be accomplished toward fulfilling the intent of the

law unless local administratos, teachers, and subject specialists

are involved in the accountability process:

-Suctra cooperative approachi$ not new in Baltimore

County. Over many years, new programs and instructional strate-

gies have been the result of the many hours of involvement of

teachers, administrators, and subject supervisors in summer work-

e shops and curriculum committees. These traditional practices

have been employed in setting goals and objectives for the

school system and at the individual school level. The passage

of the law has had a number of direct effects on curriculum

development activities in Baltimore County. Once again, a sub-

.

stantial effort is being made to reappraise the important areas
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of.reading, writing, and mathematics, al three areas at the sametime. Goals and objectives are being d scribed with a greater.amount of precision. The importance o measurement and the
formal appraisal of students' progre s are being stressed and
required. In.addition, more comprehensive reporting of student
progress is being designed to better communicate with parents,
citizens,.and others.

In Baltimore County many groups and committees have
been involved with the implementation of the accountability lawthus far. During the 1973-1974 schobl year, three of these com-
mittees were charged with the responsibility of establishing
goals and objectives in the areas of reading, writing, and mathe-matics, respectively. The educational background of the '-committee,
members varied; membership was made up of elementary and secondary
personnel, teachers, administrators, subject supervisors, andstaff from different disciplines.

At the end of the school year, the committees had
accomplished their task; goals,and objectives for the school
system had been. established and informational materials to assist
individual schools with the process of setting goals and objec-
tives had lopeen developed. The following school system goals were
established.

B. Baltimore County School System Goals.' Based upon the
State-wide Goals in Reading,'Writing, and Mathematics, adopted
by the Maryland %tate Board of Education, Baltimore County has
developed the following Local System Goals:

In Reading, each student who has completed the elemen-
tary-secondary school reading program of this school system
should be able to:

1.A. Identify a purpose for using print and nonprint
materials.

1.B. Locate a variety of print And nonprint materials.

1.C. Evaluate the approptiateness of specific print and
nonprint materials (e.g., purpose, need, interest,
level of difficulty, and content).

2.A. Apply a combination of various methods of recog-
nizing unfamiliar words (e.g., picture, context,
structure, phonic, and authority clues).

2.B. Determine meanings of words in context through
application of word analysis and word meaning
skills.

i 2 0
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2.C. Recognize words comprising basic vocabulary.

3.A. Relate ideas by identifying:

main idea
detail
sequence
pattern of organization
(e.g., chapter headings, subtitles, summaries,
etc.)

3.B. Recall information both:

immediate
delayed

3.C. Apply appropriate reading strategies including:

method of study
following directions
skimming
locating information
using the media center
adjusting rate

3.D. Interpret material by:

drawing conclusions
distinguishing between fact and opinion
detecting propaganda
forecasting results

' making generalizations
making comparisons and contrasts
appraising or analyzing
elaborating

3.E. Identify literary devices (e.g., character develop-

ment, figurative language, plot, setting, theme, etc.)

3.F. Ask a variety of questions requiring him to "read":

in the lines (literally)
between the lines (critically)
beyond the lines (creatively)

3.G. Interpret formulas and symbols.

4.A. Demonstratq the ability to follow directions,

specifically:

basic directions - (e.g., road signs,
building signs, textbooks, etc.)

2 1
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sequential order directions (e.g., emergency
directions, games, Do-It-Yourself Kits,
first aid, telephone dialing, recipes,
appliances, etc.)

cautions, labels, and warnings (e.g., survival
signs, dosages, ingredients, cleaning
solvents, waxes, etc.)

locational directions - (e.g., street signs,
bus routes, maps, 'etc.)

4.B. Demonstrate the ability to locate references,
specifically:

single volume sources,- (e.g., almanac, catalog,
job mapualr textbook, travel guide, etc.)

multi-volume sources (e.g., telephone book,
encyclopedia, volumed indexes, etc.)

multi-media center (e.g., card Catalog,
magazine shelf, etc.)

4.C. Acquire information by using materials for:

vocation (e.g., trainingtmanuals, jo(
requiremdnts, want ads, work schedules,
policies, and procedures, etc.)

civic awareness - (e.g., public announcements,
newspapers, political materials, etc.)

home needs - (e.g., bills, sales policies,
consumer information, goVernment pamphlets,.
contracts, etc.)

4.D. Interpret and/or complete forms, specifically:.

personal information requests - (e.g., school
forms, income forms, job applications, working
permits, driver's license applications, etc.)

-financial agreements - (e.g., sales slips,
. credit card policies, subscriptions, reserva-

tions, bank statements, rental agreements, etc.)

4.E. Attain personal development by reading from a
variety of materials to:

gain knowledge
share reactions with others
entertain self and others

11,
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%

5.A. Read for personal activity.

5.B. Read seleCtively.

5.C. Develop a self-concept as a reader.

in Writirfq, each.Orident should:

1.A.' Demonstrate participation in a variety of types,of
personal writing--those which are self-initiated
but o ly for one's on use; and those which are self-
moti ated but directed to an audience beyond one's

sel .

01.B. B= able to describe the reason for his personal
riting; that is, to identify- ,the, stimulus as 'coming

from'within himself, and to identify the purpose as
one on a continuum from the free expression of
feelings and ideas to-the recording of experiences,
emotions, and ideas in more'deliberately structured
"literary" forms.

1.C. Be able to describe the real or "established"
audience for his written communication before
selecting content, structure,'or style.

1.D.- ,Pecognize and demonstrate the ability to use sources
in himself, other people, and the external environ-
ment as the subject matter of personal writing,
selecfing'from the available' content what is appro-
priate for his purpose and audience.

1.E. After considering the extent to which his personal
writing is to be made "public", devise a method of
presentation based on his purpose, audience, and
content--determining perhaps minimal adherence to
foim, linguistic structure, and conventions in free
expression and maximum adherence in personal writing
intended fot a more formal audience. He should
demonstrate the ability to write a presentation
based upon thee considerations.

2.A. Demonstrate participation in a variety of "social"

or "public-transactional" types of experiences or
pssignments--school-related writing, social-civic-
related writing, and career-related writing.

2.B. Be able to determine the stimulus and intent of

writing. He should be able to demonstrate his

ability to write a presentation which has been
motivated either by himself or by another source
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for school, social, civic, or career-related pur-
poses such,as communicating information to-Others
for clarification of meaning'or for explanations
of 'processes or procedures, using language to per-
suade others toact or to consider changes in

-,opinions and attitudes, transacting business or
vocational-activities, reporting 'on :research, etc.

2.C. Describe the real or "established" audience for
his written 'communication before selecting content,
structure, or style.

2.D. Recognize And demonstrate the ability to use[sources
in himself, other people,.the.external environment,
print and nonprint materials, as the subject matter
of'public-transactional writing, selecting from
available content what is appropriate to the-purpose
and audience, and what is possible for inclusion ina

. ewriting task of specified length.

.2.E. Deciode on a method and construct a presentation
which begins with a plan for writing andproceeds
through increasing stagesof refinement as with
developing maturity. He should demonstrSte his
ability to select carefully froM options in forms,.'
linguistic structures,: and conventions in'the ,#
mechanics of writing.

3.A. Be able to describe some. of his own°perdonal,'
social-civic, and career situations which
require his writing and to estimate the degree of
adherence to conventions demanded by each: He
should beable'to identify these situations in his
own life.

3.B. Demonstrate in any situation requiring writing
for a formal audience, his understanding and value
of the composing Process by writing an initial
draft and then revising it before ,submi.tting the
paper.

3.C. Accept the responsibility of responding in writing
(py writing appropriate responses) when social
amenities requite them.. .

3.D. Share with the class.or a small group (or,describe
to eiem)examples of self-motivated writing done
over a designated period ac tibp:

3.E. Analyze and describe the value he places onwriting
as a means of free expression.
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3.F. Indicate his awareness of the peculiar valu% of the
written word for certain tasks by.using that ''medium

for expression of those-tasks.

In Mathematics, each Wtimore Courity, student Upon cm-

pletion of the elementary-secondary mathematics program should:
)

1.A. Recognize mathematical, symbols and definitions.

1

1.B. Recall matheMatical facts.

I.C. Recognize and name basic geometric shape.

1.D. Identify and name numerical symbols.

I.E. Recognize and identify standard units of measure.

2.A. Perform the operations of addition, subtraction,
multipliqation, and division of numbers.

2.3 Demonstrate the ability to measure.

2.C: Convert Within a system of measurement.

2.D. Draw geometric shapes and figures.

2.E. Read charts, tables, and graphs.

2.F. Solve simple equations and inequalities.

3.A. Translate mathematical' symbols to words and words

to mathematical symbols.

3.B. Translate one mathematical representation to another.

3.C. Translate from a physical situation to a.mathematical
representation and from a-mathematical representa-

tion to a physical situation.

-3.b. Understand geometric concepts and processes.

3.E. Construct and interpret graphs.

3.F. Possess a knowledge of probability.

3.G. Understand concepts of statistics.

4.A. Determine a logical sequence of steps to solve a

particular problem.

4:B. Apply the mathematical skills, and techniques needed

to solve a particular problem.

12i
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S.A. Recognize the existence of a problem, state it,
analyze it in terms of given information and
required outcome, suggest a solution (if it exists)and'solve it.

S.B. Transfer and utilize mathematical reasoning and
processes to solve problems relating to personal,
consumer, and societal needs.

6.A. Recognize and appreciate the necessity ofmathe-
matics in daily living.,

.

6.B. Realize that mathematics can be enjoyable:

To assist individual schools establish goals and objectives, thefollowing publications were prepared:

Improving Written Composition Through Accountability
for the Teaching of Writing--State Goals, County
Goals, and Problems of Assessment

4

Accountability in Reading=-A Guide for Local School
Management by Objectives

Accountability in Mathematics-'-A Guide for the
Preparation of Local School Objectives

During the 1974-1975 school year, the guides developed
by the committees will be used by individual schools in settingstudent objectives and establishing evaluative strategies-to appraisestudent progress toward stated goals. As of this writing, individual
schools have established or are in the process of establishing
committees for the purpose 6f setting objectives. The student-
otiented objectives and evaluative strategies of the individualschools will be forwarded to the Maryland State Department of ,Education by April 1, 1975.

In addition to the committees responsible for setting
goals and objectives in the areas required by the accountability
law, other groups have had coordinating responsibilities for the
implementation of the program and still other committees havebegun the process of setting goals and objectives in subject areasnot required by the law. Committees have been established in the
areas of physical education, dart, music, and guidance services andare involved in activities similar to those utilized by the areasof reading, mathematics, and writing. These latter activities
represent Baltimore County's'commitment to a balanced curriculumwith impoxtance assigned to all subject areas.
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C. Measurement of Student Progress. Historically, the
weakest link in the process pre.sently described as accountability
has been the area of measurement--the appraisal of how well
students progress toward stated goals and objectives. Although

the past decade has produced'many Aignificant advances', many
measurement perplexities remain. No doubt, as we reflect back a
decade from now, the import of the entire accountability movement
will be appraised by the progress made in the resolution of some
of these issues. Will, for example, better and more comprehensive
measurement or testing strategies evolve? The existing testing
phase of the accountability program indicates that writing skills
are being assessed. Some of them,are, the mechanics of writing
or proof reading skil1s such as spelling, punctuation; writing,
per se, the development of an organized piece of written material,
however, is not being appraised.

- Much of what students learn in school is influenced
by the affective-Or "feeling: dimension of educational process.
How a student sees hilpself or-herself as a learner, and how he

or she relates to teachers and programs shape success as much if

not more than any other factors. Yet, the affective or "feeling"
aspect of leatning eludes existing measurement efforts, and
because of measurement difficulties this is not included in
many accountability plans. Most would agree that the progress of

students toward specified goals and objectives will be influenced
by factors related to a student's "feeling" about himself or
herself as a learner; seemingly, comprehensive assessment plans
should'include - or work toward the inclusion of the affective
dimension of the learning process.

Another question worthy of brief consideration is whether

a better understanding of measurement and testing will be attained

as a result of the accountability movement. Will the reader of
the Maryland State Accountability Report, for example, realize
the difference between the appraisal of student progress toward
specified goals and objectives and the ranking of schools and
counties on average grade equivalent-performance measures?' In

and of itself, ranking information provides an indication or
highlights an area measured by the test that need's further
consideration, but it does not appraise how 'well students are
progressing toward.stated goals and objectives. Thus; the report
does not directly assess student progress toward state and local
-accountability gdals'and objectives.

D. Baltimore County Assessment Results. In the main, the
test results reported for Baltimore County are satisfactory.
Compared with similar, data of past years and general expectations,
there are no surprises. In comparing the average grade equivalent
scores of Baltimore County with similar scores for the State of
Maryland in the various areas tested by the IOWA Tests of Basic
Skills and the,Cognitive Abilities Test at grades three,. five,

t)1.01
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seven, and nine, the average county scores exceed the State aver-
ages in all areas. On the language usage subtest at the ninth
grade level, the'average grade equivalent score for Baltimore.
County ranked one and a half months above the average grade
equivalent for_the State; on the mathematical concepts subtest
at the seventh grade level, the average grade equivalent for
Baltimore County- ranked six plus months above the average grade
equivalent for the State. The other average grade equivalents
for Baltimore County v riedipetween these positions.

When compare with national grade equivalefteithe average
grade equivalent scores for Baltimore County vary above and below
the national norms. According to the data appearing in the
State Report, the average grade equivalent score for Baltimore
County ranks four and one-half months below the National grade

,equivalent in Reading Comprehension at the ninth grade level;
in the language area, the average grade equivalent.score for .
Baltimore County ranks five and one-half months above the
National grade equivalent at the third grade level. The other
average grade equivalents for Baltimore County varied between
these positions.

In the.months ahead, the information reported in the
State Report will be subjectedto indepth.study. As indicated
earlier, the average rankings.that appear in the State Report
will be used to "highlight" or point out.conditions for further
study. Once identified, other documents available in Baltimore
County containing item analysis will be employed to appraise
actual student performance. As in past years, the information
gained from/studying the item analysis documents, when appropriate,
will" be incorporated ihto future curricular and instructional
workshops and study committees at the county and individual school
level.

There are, three additional considerations pertaining to
the 1974 test results for Baltimore County that the reader should
be, aware of when reviewing the data contained in the State Report.
One issue involves noligradednew and what,children in a nongraded
elementary scho40.1 should be tegked. In past years, Baltimore
County used a test level system of its own design that assured
the comparability of students tested in graded and nongraded
,schools. Last year for nongraded schools, age became the sole
criterion fOr participaOaan in last spring's testing phase of
the accountability progr4tOt Early estimates of the effects of
this policy indicate thae'bn the aVerage, students tested in
nongraded schools ofBaltimore County were younger and had spent
less time in school than groupS of students tested in graded
schools. Since approxiMately one-half of the elementary schools
are nongraded, some'adverse effects would-be inherent'in the aver-
age grade equivalent scares for the county. More importantly,
the influence" of the student selection policy should he consideredwhen appraising the results for individual schools.

128.
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A second issue that should be considered when interpreting

the results for Baltimore County involves the use of the 1970

Census data as a means of assessing "expected" school performance.

Simply stated, many of the communities in Baltimore County have

changed substantially since the data was collected in 1970.

Testing in the late spring of the year is another

issue that should be given consideration. The effects of test

administration so late precludes maximum utilization of the test',

results at the school level.

E. Unmet Needs. The goals of the Accountability Law are

admirable ones. These goals are not easily obtained, but attain-

able if a concerted effort is made and the resources are available

to accomplish the intent of the law. Accomplishing the goals

of the law cannot be attained over one or two years; they can,

however, be accomplished over the next decade or so.

Some of the unmet needs have been mentioned in other

sections of this -report. There are many additions to the list.

,Other needs include fl) provision of more help to teachers and

administrators in the development of better assessment. instruments
and strategies for school use, (2) increased understanding of

evaluative information and data by educators and the public,

(3) the development of more comprehensive reporting systems for

documents such as the State Report, and (4) the development of

specific programs to achieve optimum utilization of assessment

results at the individual school level.

i 2 9-
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BALTIMORE COUNTY

TABLE I. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE*

A. COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS

(1)

TOTAL
POPULATION

. (2)

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME

(3)

PERCENT
DISADVANTAGED -

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

6219077 . $129081 13.89

(4)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
MALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

(5)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
FEMALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)
12.1 12.1 .

B. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPTEMBER, 1973)

(6)

TOTAL
SCHOOL

ENROLLMENT

(7)

AVERAGE
TEACHER
SALARY

(8)

AVERAGE
ADMINISTRATOR

SALARY

(9)

AVERAGE
YEARS

TEACHING
EXPERIENCE

(10)

AVERAGE
YEARS

ADMINISTRATOR
EXPERIENcE

1289700 $11,643 $229258 9.6 22.3

(111

PERCENT STAFF
MASTERS DEGREES

OR ABOVE

(12)

SCHOOL LEVEL
PUPIL/STAFF

RATIO

(1f)

PERCENT
AVG. DAILY
ATTENDANCE

33.6 18.0 94.4

C. FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-1973 SCHOOL YEAR)

(14)

TOTAL
PER PUPIL

COST

(151

PER PUPIL
INSTRUCTIONAL

COSTS

(16).

PERCENT
EXPENSES

"'ALLOTTED TO
INSTRUCTION

(17)

/ PER PUPIL
, ADMINISTRATIVE
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

COSTS
$1,037.77 $782.14 75.5 $20.18 $

(18)

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

. ADMINISTRATION
(CENTRA-L OFFICE)

(19)

PER PUPIL
PUPIL PERSON-
NEL SERVICES

COSTS

(20)

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOT/ED TO

PUPIL rERSONNEL
SERVICES

1.9 $6.92 0.7

"SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE.
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BALTIMORE COUNTY

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY ( AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE ) f

AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT ( GRADE EQUIVALENCE),
BY SKILL AREAS

SKILL
AREAS

11)

GRADE

11

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLED*

13)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED**

141

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

(51

AVERAGE
STANDARD

AGE
SCORE
(SAW

(61
,

STANDARD
DEVIATION

,,-

(SO)

(71

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
MEW*

(81

S7ANDARD ,

'DEVIATION
(SDI

11)

VOCABULARY

3 1795 974,8 106 105.0 15.66, 3.88 1.11

5 9620 99.36

.

106 105.7 14.81
.

5.54 1.55

7 10592 97.72 24 103.8 15.10 7.34 1.86

9 11042 96.00 28 103.1 15.27 8.91 1.89

(2)

A

READING
COMPRE-
HENSION

3 8795 98:09 106 105.0 15.66 3.94 1.22

5 ,,,, 9620 99.37 106 105.7 14.81 5.61 1.40

7 10$92 97.72 26 103. 15.10 7.30 1.62

9 11042 96.00
c.

ZT 103.4 15.27 1.75 1.80

(3)

SPELLING

3 8795 97.69 106 105.0 15.66 4.40 1.37

5 9620 99:37 106 105.7 14.81 5.98 1.69

7 10592 97.82 26 103.8, 15.10 7.64 2.01 6

9 11042 96.10 28 103.8 15.27 8.92 2.11

141

CAPITAL-
IZATION

3 8795 97.76 '106 105.0 15.66 4.09 1.32

5 9620 99.40 106 10.7 14.81 5.89 1.67

7 10592 r 97.82 26 103.8 15.10 7.54 1.97

9 11042 96.10 28 103.8" 15.27, 8.80 2.16

(5)
4,

I**

PUNCTUATION.

3 8795 97.71. 106 105.0 15.66 4.29 1.41

5 9620 99.38 106 105.7 14.81 5.94 1.63

7 10592 97.82 26 103.8 15.10 7.34 2.00

9 11042 96.10 28 1.0510 15.27 8.57 2.17

AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.

** NuMBER'STODENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73,,EXPRPSSED
AS A PERCENTAGE.

t,--
t STANDARD Aft SCORE ISAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE

ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL
BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION.

THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL
NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, ANT) 9 ARE 1001 NATIONAL SD = 16.

-++ GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE)
DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS'OF

DASIC SKILCS4 FORM 5, 1071 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE

NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES
3.'5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7,'9.4, VARvING SLIGHTLY

FOR EACH SKILL AREA.
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BALTIMORE COUNTY

TABLE 2. . NONVERBAL ABILITY: (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE),
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),

BY SKILL AREAS

(CONTINUED)

SKILL
AREAS

(1)

GRADE

A 12)

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLED

"(31

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
JESTED 0

(4)

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

(51
AVERAGE
STANDARD

AGE
SCORE
(SAS) t

(61

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(7)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
(GEL +,

(8)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(6)

LANGUAGE
USAGE

3 8795 97:68 106 105.0 15.66 4.09 1.41

5 9620 99.37 106 105.7 14.81 5.66 1.63

T. 10592 9'.82 26 103.8 15.10 7.44 1.95,

9 11042 96.10 28 103.8 15.27 8.53 2.11

(7)

LANGUAGE
TOTAL

3 8795 97.49 106 105.0 15.66 4.24, 1.21

5 9620 99.32 106 105.7 14.81 5.88 1.47

7 10592 97.82 26 103.8 15.10 7.50 1.74

9 11042 96.10 28 103.8 15.27 8.72 1.89

(01

MATHEMATICAL
CONCEPTS

3 8795
.

97.75 106
%

105.6 15.66 4.03 1.04
.

5

.

9620 99.30 106 105.7 14.81 6.19 1.52

7 10592 97.71 26 103.8 15.10 7.95 1.74

9 11042 95.92 28 103.8 15.27 9.25 1.7$

(9)
l

MATHEMATICAL
PRODLEMS

3 8795 97.71 106 105.0 15.66 3.93 1.08

5 9620 99.27 106 105.7 14.81 5.71 1.40

7 10592 97.71 26 103.8 15.10 7.56 1.65

9 11042 9 95.92 28 103.8 15.27 8.89 1.8$

(10)

,MATHEMATICAL
,

TOTAL
,,,

3 8795 97.67 106 , 105.0 15.66 3.99 1.02

5 9620 . 99.26 106 105.7 14.81 5.97 1.40---
7 10592 97.71 26 103.8 15.10 7.78 1.62

.9 111.42 95.92 8

li
103.8 15.27 9.09 1.75

AS OF'9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.

NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED DY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERcENTAGF.

t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NoNvERDAL DATTERY,1FoRm 1, 1971 EDITION.
THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM Gimp FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, ANT) 9 ARE 1001 NATIONAL SD . 16.

t+ GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIvEe FROM IOWA TES( OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THENATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, ANDAUARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, 9.4, viiRvING SLIGHTLY
FOR" EACH SKILL, AREA.

zy

° 14A- -"to, A'

1 )r)
t)
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(ARBUTUS - CHURCH LANES

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL--COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC.SCHOOL RESOURCESPROFILE*

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
PERCENT

PERCENT
PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN

TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS STAFFGRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S DISAD- EDUCA- FAMILYORGAN)- ENROLL- STAFF ATTEN
DEGREE VAN- TION OF INCOMETEACHER ADMIN.tTEACHER ADMIN.

ZATION MENT RATIO DANCE OR ABOVE TAGED MOTHER (S)
SCHOOL NAME 11) (2), '(3) (41 (5) (6) (7) (8) (91 (10) (111 (12)

ARBUTUS K-6 547 22.8 96.4 21.9 2.0 11.4 20.2 39.5 1.2 11.5 12051.0

BACK RIVER K-6 307 25.6 95.0 11.0 1.0 0.9 18.0 16.7 3.8 9.9 10277.0

BALTIMORE HIGHLANDS K-5 715 21.0 95.4 32.0 2.0 8.3 20.8 29.4 4.5 10.1 9544.0

BATTLE GROVE K-6 742 18.5 95.5 38.0 2.0 10.6 20.5 27.5 7.6 10.1 10107.0

BEAR CREEK K-6 791 21.4 95.4 35.0 2.0 9.3 39.0 10.8 2.6 11.8 11154.0

BEDFORD K-5 481 21.9 93.1 19.0 3.0 ,11.3 19.0 54.5 1.4 12.4 14142.0

BERKSHIRE K-6 604 22.0 96.7 24.5 2.0 B.i 25.3 18.9 1.3 9.9 10666.0

CAMPFIELD K-6 507 25.3 95.2 18.0 2.0 8.9 22.9 37.5 0.8 12.5 14322.0

CARNEY K-6 503 18.6 96.0 25.0 2.0 10.6 10.5 33.3 3.9 11.5 12080.0

CARROLL MANOR K-6 612 42.7 95.9 25.0 2.0 12.5 21.0 31.5 4.7 12.4 16345.0

CATONSVILLE K-6 630 24.1 95.6 24.5 2.0 10.1 33.5 26.4 4.1 11.4 12368.0

CEDARmERE K-6 702 22.9 95.0 20.6 2.0 8.6 29.5 24.8 6.0 12.0 11507.0

CHADWICK K-6 419 19.0 95.3 20.0 2.0 10.7 17.5 45.5 0.1 12.5 12106.0

CHAPEL HILL K-6 417 16.3 96.2 23.5 2.0 9.3 27.0 31.4 3.7 11.3 12005.0

CHARLESmONT K-6 5011,: 19.9 95.4 27.5 2.0 0.2 22.5 27.1 6.5 v 11.0, 10510.0

CHASE K -6 591 22.9 95.1 22.0 2.0 11.6 10.7 20.0 9.0 10.0 10779.0

CHESAPEAKE TERRACE K-6 110 24.5 95.9 11.0 2.0 12.7 24.5, 15.4 0.0 9.0 10361.0

CHURCH LANE K -6 747 22.0 93.1 32.0 2.0 7.6 19.0 38.2 2.3 12.4 13412.0

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.
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(ARBUTUS - CHURCH LANE)

68L'Ilmna. cOuNIT
,SCHOOL SYSTEM

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLED*
ti

SKILL AREAS

....

4

yCHOL NAME GRADE
Q

VOCARUARY RE4DINn COMPREHENSION

Avt*AuE AVERAGL MAPy- oFFFn:AVERAGF MART- DIFFER-

, LAND E.CE LAND ENCE

$45P GE . 1100m
0 'GE' NORM

LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL
,

AVERAGE MARY- nIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- 0/FFE0-

LAND
6 ENCE LAND - EmcE

nE NORM
'31

GE NORM

.

%

,

AHI1UTUS 3

5

101.3
105.2

4.00
5.60

3.62 ,.35

5.54 **" 5.60 , 5.60
174.2Z
4.00

4.70
5.90

4.02
5.79

4.19
4.111,

4.40
6.00

3.70
5.82

4.30
4.18

0

BACK H7vEm 5 97.3 .30 3.32 -Op 3.1,0 3.37 -.27 3.60 3.74 3.70 3.97 4.23

5 97.0 4.50 4.n# 4E50 4.92 -.42 4.60 5.22 5.10 5.25 -.15

13ALTIMARE 110mLANDS 3 ' 98.9 3.70 3,41 .24 3.60 300 +.12- .70 311 .111 3.70 3.55 A615

104.7 5.30 5.33 -.03 5.10 5.44* .6-.34 1.40 5. 1 ..31 ' 5.60 5.73 -.13

-7.

dATTLL GRUVE 3 101.7 3:7n 3.57 '
4.13 3,70 '3:66 +.04 3.00 , 4.01 :.il 3.60 -3.69 -.09

5 99.0 4.50 4.97 . ..47 4.80 5.66 w.26 5.10 0.34 -.24 5.38. 5.1'7 -.07

0
6.,

BEAR CrEEK 3 110.8 4.10 4.16 r.06 4.10 4.2A -.10 4.70 4.60 .10 4.44 4.16 +.22

5 105.8 5;20 5.56 -.36 5.30 5.64 T.34: 5.4.0 15.80 -u.20 5.84 5.84.° -.04

.

0E.,,F0N^ 3 112.7 4.50- . 4.31 .10 4.0 4.42 4.18 5.70 06.73 .%7 4.58 4.1n 4.20

5 110.8 6630 6.03 .27 6.20 14.07 4.13 6.50 6.21 4.50 6.50 6.24 .26

t

01.40(SH1NL 3 101.4 3.60 3.55 .05 3.70 3.63 .07 4.10 3.98 .12. 3.40 3.68 +.12

5 106.2 5.10 5.45,. 5.50 5.54 -.04 5.nO 5.85 .0* 5.70 5.06 -.16

CA4PF1rLD 3 104.6 3.90 4180 014 .4.10 3.92 .15 4.10 4.24 .4.0A 4.00 3." .11

5 102.0 5.64 5.46 #.14 5:5-0 , 5.48 4.02 5.90 5.63 4.27 5.0 5.66 .24

C401,7 3 104.2 4.00 4.01 -.01 3,70 4.11 -.41 4.40 4.44 t.04 4.1P 4.05 4.05

5 110.0 5.20 '5.05 -.65 5.40 5.43 -.53 A.00 6.12 ,, -.12 6.0 6.14 , -.14

CARROLL MA .OR 3 109.1 4.40 4.13 .27 4.30 4.20 4.10 4.70 4.51 .14 4.40 4.14 .26

105.3 6.00 5.75 4,25_ 5.50 5.73 .07 '6.30 5.90 .20 6.30 5.93 +.37

CATON5vILLL 3 107.5 4.nn 3.97 4.03 4.30 4.06 +.2a 4.50 4.39 .11 4.Pn 402 +.18

5 106.2 5.50. 5 61 -.1l 5.60 5.67 -.07 6.0 5.87 4.13 6.30 5.90 .40

$ 4

CLoAkmERE 3 110.2 4.00 1.74 .26 3.90 .3.112 .09 4.10 4.15 -.115 4.00 3.9n, 4.20

4 105.3 5.44 5.56
-.16 5.40 5.63 ..21 ,13.70 5.76 , ....nA 5.50 5.91 -.01

CMAGAICK a 105.7 3.40 3.90 -.In 3.90 3.90 -.09 4.40 -4.32' .09 3.9n 3.93 -.13

5 103.3 5.00 5.47 -.47 5.20 5.54 -.34 5.60 5.65 -.05 5.7.0 5.69 .01

CHAPLL HILL 3 100.1 3.50 3.54 -.04 3.60 3.60 4.00 1.50 w 3.95 6,45 3:60 3.64 -.n4

5 104.5 5.4a 5.4A -.OA 5.60 5.54 .06 6.111h 5.75 6.00 5.7ft 4.22

a .

CuARCEAmOuT J 96.7 3.60 302-,#.211 3.50 3.37. 4.13 4.10 3.74 1.36 3.5c, 3.45 .05

5 100.7 4.80
,,,

',.15 -.35 5.00 5.24 -.24 5.10 5.46 -.31. 5.40 5:69 -.09

0
.

CHASE 3 96.3 3.30 3.30 .00 3.40 3.34 +.06 3.40 3.71 ...-.31 3.0 3,43 .17

5 100.5 4,70 5.14 -.44 5.10 5.22 -.12 5.50 5.45 -.15 5.60 5.49 .11

CHIsAPFAKL TEmmACE .3 104.8 3.60 3.74 -.14 3..80 3.04 -.04 3.50 4.19 -.39 3.6n 3.95 -.25

5 103.0 5.4n 5.23 +.17 5.40 5.32 1.061 5.50 5.65 -.13 5:60 5.64 ..00

CHURCH LAN. 3 110.1 4.10 4.16 614 4.40 4.26 .14 4.40 4.57 .33 '4.40. 4.1.\11/ .23

5 1412 5.90 6 03 -.13 6.00 6.00 -.00 6.50 6.22 .24 6.70 6.25 .45

t SEE CHAPTER 4. SECTION. 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS Of TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK loll

ACCOmPANt,NG oDIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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(ARBUTUS CHURCH LANE)

BALTIMORE COUNTY
GCHOOL SYSTEM

I

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORA, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS

, STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*

*
4.1

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL mATHEmATICAL TOTAL
504/01 HARE GRAJE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY- OIFFFP- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE

LAND ENCE LANO ENCE
5A5 GE NORM GE NORM GE

AknUTUS 3 101.3 4.00 3,63 ,.37 3.90 3.69 .21 4 4.20
5 £05.2 5.60 5.61 -.01 5.60 5.66 -.06 5:90

MARY-
LANO
NORM

4.03
5.81

nIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE°

.17 4.00

.09 b.nn

MARY-
LANG
NORM

3.70
5.85

DIFFER-
ECE

4.30
.15

BACK RIVER 3 97.3 3.30 3,37 -,07 3.10 3.42 -.32. 3.60 3.78 -.1R 3.70 3.44 .22S 97.0 4.50 4.91 -.41 4.50 5.00 -.50 4.60 5.19 -.59 5.10 5.24 -.14

PBALTIMORE .1164A.ANOS 3 98.9 3.70 3.47 ..23 3.60 3.53 .07 3.70 3.88 .1.6 3.70 3.57 .135 104.7 5.30 5.57 -.27 5.10 5.62 -.52 5.40 ' 5.78 -.36 5.60 9.41 -.21

84TTLL GROVE 3 101.7 3.70 3,65 .09 3.70 3.71 3.0099.0 4.50 5.08 -.54 4.80 5.16 -.36 5.10
4.06
5.34

-.16
-.24

3.60
5.30 L73;

MAR CREEK 3 110.8 4.10 4.24 -.14 4.10 4.32 -.22 4.70 4.62 .04 4..40 4.22 .185 105.8 5.20 5.67 -.47 5.30 5.71 -.41 5.40 5.46 -.26 5.60 5.89 -.89

auFaAn 3 112.7 4.50 4.36 .14 4.60 4.44 4.16 4.20 4.74 .46 4+50 4,33 .175 110.8 6.30 6.10 .20 6.20 6.11 .09 6.40 6.24 4.56 6.50 6.26 .24
C,0EAKSHIRE 3 101.4 3.60 3.63 -,03 3.70 3.69 .01 4.10 4.04 .06 3.40 3.71 .095 106.2 5.10 5.70 -.6n 5.50 5.74 -.24 5.40 5.89 -.09 5.70 5.92 -.22

CAmPFIELU 3 104.6 3.90 3.84 +.06 4.10 .19 4.40
102.0 5.60 5.34 .,26 5.50 5.40 4.10 3.90

4.24
5..57

.06
+.33

4.00
0.90

..;141 +.12
.29

CARNET 3 108.2 4.00 4.07 -.07 3.70 4.15 -.45 4.40 4.46 -.06 4.10 4.08 .025 1'10.0 5.20 '- 6.03 -.84 5.40 6.04 -.6u 6.00 6.14 -.14 6.00 6.20 -.20

CARROLL MA .OR .3 109.1 4.40 4.13 .27 4.30 4.21 .09 4.70S 105.3 6.00 5.62 .36 5.67 .13 6.10
4.52
..e25.82 64.18 4::36

4.13
5.45

.27

.45,
CATONSVILLE 3 107.5 4.00 4,02 -.02 4.30 4.10 4.20 4.90 4.42 .08 4.20 4.04 .165 106.2 5.50 5.70 -.2n 5.60 5.74 -.14 6.00 5.89 .11 6.10 5.92 .34
CE0ARNFRE 3 103.2 4.00 3.7b .25 3.90 3.81 09 4.10 4.15 -.0K" 4.nn 4.81 4.19

5 105.3 5.40 5.62 -.22 5.40. 5.67 -.27 4.70 5.82 -.12 5.40 9.84 -.04

CHADdICK a 105.7 3.80 3.91 -.11 3.90 3.98 -.04 4.405 4.30 .10 3.4n 1.94 -.14103.3 5.00 5,45 -.45 5.20 5.50 -.30 5.60 5.67 -.07 5.70 5.71 -.01

CHAPEL HILL 3 100.1 3.40 3,45 4051 3.60 3.61 -.01 1.40 3.98 -.48 3.60 3.64 -.04
5 104,5 5.40 5.55 -.14 5.60 5.60 .00 6.00 5.76 .24 6.00 5.40 .20

CHARLESHON1 3 96,7 3.60 3.33 .27 3.50 3.38 .12 4.105 3.74 .36 3.50 3.45 05100.7 4.80 5.23 -.43 5.00 5.29 -.29 5.10 5.47 -.37 5.40 4.51 -.11

CHASE 31. 96.3 3.30 3.31 -.01 3,40 3.35 05 3.405 4.70 3.72 -.32 3,60 3.43 .17100.5 4.21 -.51 5.10 5.28 -.18 5.40 5.46 -.16 5.60 5.50 .10
CHESAPEAKE TEHmACE 3 104.8 3.60 3.85 -.25 3.80 3.92 -.12 3.00

::(21
60 3.90 -.3q5 103.0 5,40 5.42 -.02 5.40 5.48 -.08 5.40 0 4.64 -.08

CHURCH Lat.: 3 110.1 4.30 4.19 .01 4.40 4.27 4.13 4.905 4.58 .32 1 4.40 4.19 .21111.2 5.90 6.13 -.23 6.00 6.14 -.14 6.50 6.27 .23 6.70 6.29 .41
SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK le)' ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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(COCKEYSVILLE GLENMAR )

,)

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL-7-COMMUNI TY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCESPROFILE

SCHOOL NAME

GRADE
ORGANI-
ZATION

11/

TOTAL
SCHOOL
ENROLL-
MENT
12)

PUPIL/
STAFF
RATIO
131

PERCENT
AVERAGE
DAILY

ATTEN-
DANCE ,

14/

COCKEYSVILLE K-6 473 . 17.6 95.9

COLGATE K-6 390 18.1 96.0

ROMWELL VALLEY K-6 498 200 .97.6

DEEP CREEK K-6 382 11.9 96.0

DEER PARK ELEM K-5 594 22.5 94.1

DUNDALK K-6 915 22.0 94.3

EASTWOOD K-6 316 17.5 95.1

EDGEMERE K-6 717 19,0 94.7

EDMONSON HEIGHTS 049 22.2 97.1

ELMWOOD K-6 707 21.3 95.6

ESSEX K-6 690 20.4 96.4

\

FEATHERBED LANE K-6 560 19.4 95.9

FIFTH DISTRICT K-6 304 22\1 96.7

FORT GARRISON K-6 462 19.9 90.5

FORT HOWARD K-6 156 17.3 95.4

FRANKLIN 1-6 766 21.3 96.3

FULLERTON K-6 646 20.8 97.2

GLENMAR K-6 616 15.6 96.5

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

TOTAL NO.
AVERAGE YEARS
EXPERIENCE

TEACHER'
15/

ADMIN.
16)

TEACHER
17/

ADMIN.
18)

24.9 2.0

19.4,

22.0.

.L.1. _.. 4. OA

ZiO , 7.8. 15.0

2.0 11.9 17.1

15.4 2.0 6.6 13.5

24.4
2°

8.0 16.0

9.5 2.0 12.2 23.0

16.0 2.0 5.7 27.7

35.0 0 9.0 24.5.

36.3 2.0 10.5 33.9

35.0 2.0

32.0 2.0

26.0 2.0

16.3 1.0

22.2 1.0

0.0 1.0

34.0 2.0

29.0 2.0

37:5 2.0

4-72

33:1

12.4 1'.0

9.8 23.1

12.3 17.0

6.9 25.7

9.6 16.0

13.3 31.5

'.0 21.3

8.1 30.5

31.0. 4.1

26.5 10.2

22.3

25.9 4.1

41.7

'PERCENT
STAFF
MASTER'S
DEGREE

OR AJOVE
(91

27.8

PERCENT
bisAD-
VAN-

TAGED
(101

1.1.

41.7 ' 3.5

129,1

41.8 '3.4

SCHOOL

6.1

6.8

6.9

18.9 6.1

26.5 5.0

34.0 . 2.5?

31.7, 9.5

30.1 2.3

11.1 21.3

27.8 6.0

22.6 3.0

15.2 8.7

AGE CHILDREN

MEDIAN
EDUCA-
TIONOF
MOTHER
(11/

12.1

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME
(Si
112/

13298.0

10.0 10730.0

12.6 17743.0

11.3 9959.6

12.2 13516,1.0

10.8 '19718.0

9.7

12.1,

10688.k)

10777.0

11819.0

11.1 10705.0

11733.0

12.3 12385.0

.11.9 11389.0

1..2i. a 24588.0

9.4 10309.0

1.2.1 11754.0

11.1 11691..0

10.2 10194.0
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(COCKEYSVILLE - GLENMAR)

TABLE 4., RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT JO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY
CONTROLLED* ,

BALTIMORE COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

SCHOOL NAME

COCKEY5MILLE.

'COLGATE

ww. VALLEY

DEEP CREEK

DM PARK ELEN

OUNUALM

EA$1.900U

EDOEML0E

EUvONsnN HEIGHTS

ELmWOOn 4!

ESSEX

FEATR6PRLU LANE

FIFTH 0157,,ICT

F04,7 GARRII,ON

FmT HOWARu

FRANKLIN

FULLERTON

GLENMAP

VOCABULARY

GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY-
LAND

5A5 GE NORM
,

3 107,4

5 104.3

3.90
5.50

4.00
5.56

.

'3 99.8 3.40 3,46
5 104.0 4.90 5:32

3 113.3 4.70 4.39
5 112.0 6.50 6.26

3 101.1 3.50 '3,513
5 99,2 5.30

.
5.05

3 105.5 440 4.06
s 105.8 5.70 5.57

3 100.4 3.30 3652
5 103.2 5.20 5.26

3 105.0 3.90 3.75

' 5 104.4 4.90 5332

I
3 99.1 3.70 3.43

5 101.6 4.90 5,17

'3 i05.3 4.20 3,86
5 105.1 5.80 5.56

Z, 104.6 3.70 3.78
5 104.4 5.10 5.41

3 101.8 3.80 3.59

5 103.5 5.90* 5.31

.1 104.2 4.00 3.81

5 103.7 5.50 5450

3 107.2 4.00 3.96
5 105.9 5.80 5.58

3 111.2 4.60 4.33
5 110.0 6.50 6.39

3 106.5 3.70 3.82

5 103.1 4.90 5.24

3 103.6 3.70 3.77

5 103.4 5.20. 5.44

3 109.4 4.00 4.06
5 103.9 5.50 5.41

3 100.0 3.40 3,48
98,1 4.80 4.92

SKILL AREAS,

READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL. MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

DIFFER- AVERAGE MANY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER-

EKE LAND ENCE LAND ENCE LAND EMEE

GE NORM GE NORM GE NORM

,

i-.10 3.90 4.08 -.18 4i1WQ 4.46. -.30 4.00 4,03 -.03

-.06 5.70 5.60 +.10 5.80 5.76 +.04 6.00 5.79* +.21

-.06 3.50 3.53 -.03 1.58 3.69 . -.39 3.70 3.60 4,10

-.42 5.10 5.40 -,30 5.20 5.70 -.50 5.90 5.72 +46

.

+.31. 4.90 4.47 +.43 5.10 4.76 +.34 4.60 4.37 +.23

+.24 6,40 6.22 +.18 7.00 6.39 +.61 6.40 6.41 -.01

4

-.08 3.70 3.66 +.04. 3.70 4.01 -.31 3.80 3.67 +.13

+.25 5.50 5.15 +.35 5.60 5.33 +.47 5.60 5.36 +.22

0

4.24 4.30 4.15 +.15 4.70 4.47 +.23 4.20 4.09 , +.11

-.17 5.60 5.91 -.11 5.40 6.07 -.27 5.70 6.09 +.3W

-.22 3.60 3.60' +.00 4.10 8.96 4.14 3.60 3.63 -.03

+.08 5.30 ,6.39 -.09 6.00 5.60 +.40 5.80 5.64 +.16

y +.15 3.80 s.ss,' -.as 4.00 -4.19 -.19 4.10 3.86 . +.24

-.42 5.I0 5.41 -.31 5.0 5.73 -.63 5.60 5.75 -.15

-I

+.27 3.60 3.49 +.11 4.70 3.85 +.35 3,40 3.57 +.23

-.27 5.10 5.25 -.15 5.60 5.54 +.06 5,60 5,56 4,04

+.34 4.30 3.95 +.35 4.70 4.28 +.42 4.30 3,91 +.39

4.24 5.80 5.63 +.17 6.30 5.77 +u3 6.543 5.81 +.49

-.08 3.70 3-.87 -.17 4.10 4.21 -.11 3,90 3.85 +.05

-.31 5.30 5.50 -.20 5.40 5.71 4.09 5.60 5.74 ..14

4421 3.75 3.66 4,04. 4.10 4.01 +.09 4.00 3.71 4.44

-.21 5.40 5.39 +.01 5.50 5.68 -.14 5.60 5.70 -.10
A

+.19 4,20 3,89 +,31 4.40 4.22 +.14 4.20 3.86 4..34-

4,00 5.50 5.55 -.05 5.80 5.69 +.11 5.90 5.73 +.17

+.04 4,00 4.06 -.06 4.10 4.39 -.09 4.10 4,00 +.10

4.22 6.00 5.66 +.34 6.20 5.82 +.34 6.30 5.85 +.45

+.27 4.70 4.34. +.36 5.10 4.62 +.44 4.60 4.31 +.29

+.11 6,30 6.21 +.09 6,80 6.44 +.36 6.90 6.45 +.45

-.12 3.90 3.93 -.03 '.80 ` 4.28 -.48 3,80 3,93 -.13

-.34 5.10
v

5.34 -.24 5.70 5.68 +.02 5.09 5,69 +.11

-.07 3.70 3.84 -.14 3.90 4.18 .-.24 3.80 3,82 -.02

5.40 5.51 -.11 5.60 5.65 -.05 5.80 5.69 +.11

-.06 4.20 4.17 +.03 4.40 4.50 -.10 '4.20 4.11 +..09

+.09 5.60 5.48 +.12 5.70 5.70 +.00 5.70 -5.73 -4.03

...08 3.40 3.55 -.15 3.80 3.91 -.11 3.7n 3.61 +.09

-.12 4.90, 5.01 -.11 5.10 5.20 -.18 5.40 .5.32 +.06

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (*)

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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(COCKEYSVILLE GLENMAR)

TABLE 5, RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL AB4LYIYY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*

BAETIMORE COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL
SCHOOL NAME .' GRAZVERAGE AVERAGE MARY.. DIFFER.. AVERAGE HIJiY DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER.. AVERAGE MARY.. DIFFERLAND EHCE

LAND ENCE$85 GE NORM
. LAND ENCE.

- . GE NORM
LAND ' ENCE

RE NORM GE NORM

COCKEYSVILLE

CASATE

4 107.4 -3.90 4.02 -.12 3.90 409 -.19 4.10 '' 4.41 -.31 4.005 104.3 5.80 5.59 .804 5.70 5.58 +42 5.80 5.75 +.05 6.00
4-

4t,J
. . I3 99.8 1.40 3.53 03 3.50 3.59 ,...09 3.50 3.94 .44 3.705 104.0 4.90 5.51 -.61 5.10 ' 5.56 .46, 5.20 5.72 -.52 5.90

CROMWELE VALET 1 113.3 4.70 4.40 4.30 4.90 4.4 4.42 5.10 14.78 4.32 4.605 11270 6.50 6.20 4.30 6.40 6.21 4.19 7.00 6.33 +.67 6.40
)-

DEEP CREEK

PEER PARK ELER

DUNDALK

EASTKOOD

EDGERERE.

3 101.1. 3.50 3.61 -.11 3.70 3.67 +.03 3.70 4.02 -.32 3.805 99.2
4

5.30 5.10 +.20 5,50 5.17 +.35 5.80 5.36 +.44 5.60

3 108.5 4.30 4.09 ..21 4.30 4.17 4.13 4.70 4.48 +.22 4.205 408.8 5.70 5.92 -.22 5.80 5.95 .15 5.80 6.09 -.29 5.70

3 100.4 3.30 3.57 -.27 3.60 3.63 -.03 4.10 5.97, +.13 3.605 103.2 5.20 5.44 -.24 5.30 5.50 -.1.20 6.00 5.66 +.54 5.80

3 105.0 3.90 3.86 4.04 3.80 3.93 -.13 . 4.00 4.26 -.26 4.105 104.4 4.90 5.54 -.64 5.10 5.59. .49 5.00 5.75 -.65 5.60

,
.3 99.1 3.70 3.48- 4.22 3,60 3.54 +.06 4.20 3.89 +.31 3.80 e''5 101.6 4.90 5.30_. -.40 5:50 5.37 -.27 5.60 5.54 +.06 5.60

004005014 114111m75 3 105.3 4.20 .5.88 4.32 4.30 3.95 +.35 4.70 4.28 +.42 4.305 105.1 5.80 5.60 , +.20 5.80 5.65 +.15 6.10 5.81' +.49 6.30
0.

A

8401000 3 104.6 3.70 3.84 , -.14 3.70 3.91 -.21 4.10 4.24 ...14 3.005 104.4 5.10 5.54 -.44 . 5.30 5.59 -.29 5.40 5.75 4.05 5.60Cr-

ESSEX 4 101.8 3.80 3.66 4.14 3.70 3.72 -.02 4.10 4.06 4.04 4.00S 103.5 5.10 5.47 -.37 5.40-. 5.52 -.12 5.50 5.69 -.10 5.60

FEATHERBED LANE °3 104.2 4.00 3.81 +.19 4.20 3.88 +.32 4.40 4.21 +.10 4.205 105.7 5.50 5.48 +.07. 5.50 5.54 ' .04 5.80 5.70 4.10 5.40-

FIFTH DIS14ICT 3 107.2 4.00 4.0 0 4.00 400 408 -.08 '4.10 4.40 -.10 4.105 .105.9 5.80 5.67 4.15 6.00 5.71 4.29 6.20 5.87 +.33 6.30
. .

FORT GARRISON 3 111.2 4.60 4.26 4.34 4.70 4.55 4.35 5.10 .4.65 +.45 4.605' *too 6.50 6.03 +.47 6.30 6.04 +.26 6.80 6.18 +.62 6;90\
.

o

MIT HOWARO 3 106.5 3.70 3.96 ....26 3.90 4.03 -.13 3.80 4.35, -.55 3.80.... 5 103.7 4.90 5.48 -.58 5.10
'5.54 +.44 5.70 5.70 4.00 5.80

FRANKLIN 3 103.6 3.70 3.77 ,..07 3.70 3.84 .14 3.00 '4.17 -.27 3.805 403.4 .5.20 5.46 -.26 5.40 5.51 -.11 5.60 5.68 -.08 5.80

FULLERTON 3 109.4 4+00 4.15 -.15 _4.20 4.23 -.03 4.40 4.53 -.13 4.2o5 103.9 5.50 5.50 '4.00 5.60 5.55 4.05 5.70 5.72 -.02 5.70
i A

41.ENMAR 3 100 ,.0 3.40 3.54 ...14 3.40 3.60 -.20 3.80 3.95 -.15 3.705 98.1 4.80 5.00 -.20 4.90 5.05 -.18 5.10 5.28 -.18 5.40

4, SEE CHAPTER 4. SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 141
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE sons.

138
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Y.04
5.78

.04
+.22

3.62 +.215
5.76 +.10

4.36 +.24
6.35 +.05

3.69 +.11
5.40 +.20

4.10 4.10
6.11

3.65 -.05
5.70 +.10

3.91 +.19
5.79 -.19

3.58 +.22 :
5.58 4.02

3.92 +.38
6.84 4.46

*1 4

3.48 +.02
5.79 -.19

3.73 +.27
5.72 -.12

3.86 4,34
5.74 +.16

0

4.03 +.07
5.90 +.401

4.25 +.35
6.20 4.70

3.99 -.19
5.74 4.06

3.83 -.03
5.71 +.09

4.15 4.05
5.75 -.05

3.63 +.07
5.32 4.08



'(GRANGE LUTHERVILLE)

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL-COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOVRESOURCESPROFILE*

.

SCHOOL NAME

GRADE
ORGANI-
ZATION

(11

TOTAL
SCHOOL
ENROLL-
MENT
(21

PIL/
MUFF
RATIO
(3)

'

PERCENT
AVERAGE
DAILY

ATTEN-
DANCE
(4)

0

TOTAL NO.

;

AVERAGE YEAR'S
EXPERIENCE

PERCENT
STAFF

MASTER'S
DEGREE
OR ABOVE

19)

SCHOOL AOE CHILDREN

.

PERCENT
DLSAD-
YAW: '.

TAGED
(10)

MEDIAN
EDUCA-
TION OF
MOTHER
(11).

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME
(1)
(12)

TEACHER
(5)

ADMIN.
(6)

TEACHER
(7)":

0

ADMIN.
(8)

0.. . -

GRANGE K-6 623 21.5 96.2 27.0 2.0 5.5 27.1 17.2 3.1 11,4 11487.0

,GRAY MANOR K-6 567 21.7 .96.5 25.1 1.0 11.1 11.0 23.4 7..9 10.1. 10963,0

GUNPOWDER K-6 .523 26.1 97.0 / 18.0 2.0 10.7, 16.8 35.0 3.4 11.8 12850.0

HALETHORPE K-6 230 28.7 94.9 7.0 1.0 9.4 18.0 31.3 4.0-
.

11.4 11679:0

HAMPTON K-6 456 20.7 97.4 20.0 2.0 9.3 30.0 , 45.5 0.2 12.7 18805.0,
x .

)

.

0

HARFORD HILLS K6 .569 20.0 96.4 26.e 2.0 9.7 29.0 31.6 2.7
a.

12.2 12946.0

HAWTHORNE K-6 776 11.5 96.7 34.0 '2.0 9.1 20.7 16.7 5.2 11.4 10339..01

'
HEBBVILLE K-6 575 22.2 95.1 .23.9 '2.0 12.6 27.3 38.6 2.0 12.4 12714.0

HERNWOOD K-5 355 95.7 13.2 2.0 9.3 16:0 39.5 10.5 12.2 13980.0
.23.3

..-

HILLCREST K-6 568 23.4 96.3 2'3.3 1.0 11.1 23.7 34.0 4.1 . 12.4 13263.0

41ILLENDALE K-6 766 20.4 96.2 35.6 2.0 8.3 32.3 20.7 4.6 12.3 11811.0

INVERNESS 1k-6 665 20.9 95.4 29.9 2.0 7.8 29.0 33.6 3.8 11.2 10629.0

JOHNNYCAKE K-6 544,r 20.1 96.9 25.0 2:0 11.0 20.3 33.3 2.6 12.1 13060.0

6 .
KINGSVILLE K-6 629 22.4 96.7 26.1 2.0 13.9 18.5 26.1 2.6 12.2 13005.0

LANSDOWNE ELEM K-5 466 21.2 95.6 20.0 2.0 10.9 12.8 40.9 5.6 10.0 10103.0

LOCH RAVEN K-6 799 21.9 96.0 34.6 1.8 8.6 27.0 26.4 2.9 12.1 11406.0

LOGAN K-6 607 20.2 95.3 28.1 2.0 8.0 21.3 31.6 5.5 10.'8 10707.0
.

LUTHERVILLE K-6 643 21.0 96.6 28.6 2.0 11.0 32.5 41.2 2.0 12.7 15227.0

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

141
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(GRANGE LUTHERVILLE)

TABLE 4. RELATION 8)''ACHI.EVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

AREA:SI WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY' STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLED*
BALTIMORE COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM'',

SCH001.rNAmk.

GRANGE

GRAY mAN0H

GUNPOwoeM

HALETH0RPE

HAMPTON

HARFOhn HILLS

HA4THO4NE

HLBOVILLE

mENA+000

HILLCR ;ST

H1LLENDALL

INVERNESS

AHNNycAKE

KING5VILLE

1:ANSDOWNE ELEM

LOCH dAVEN

LOGAN

LuTHEhvILL

9RADE AVERAGE

SAS

SKILL AREAS
i

voCA8ULARY READING COMPREHENSION 'LANGUAGE-TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

AVERAGE MARY-
LAND

GEi NORM

103.7 3.70 3.74
5 104.5 5.40 5.46

3 94,1 3.30 3.43
5 102.0 4.60 5.20

1 108.7 4.20 4.05
5 106.2 5.40 5.64

3 105.5 3.60 3.145

5 105.3 5.30 5.53

3 111.4 4.40 4.29
110.0 6.30 6.17

.

5
, .403.3 4.00 3.76
5 109.9 6.10 5.90

3 99.2 3.40 3.44

5 106.5 5.10 5.55

3 108.2 4.00 4.05
5 108.7 5.80 5444

'3 112.3 4.40 4.28
110.4 6.70 5.99

3 108.7 4.30 4.08
5 110.2 6.00 5.96

3 106.9 3.90 3.96
5 105.6 5.60 5.60

5 101.4 h.in 5.22

3 109.4 3.90 4.11

5 109.1 5.40 5.87

3 102.7 4.00 3.73

5 107.9 5.80 5.79

3' 103.1 3.70 3.64
5 102.2 5.10 5.17

3 110.2 4.1n 4.14

5 109.9 5.90. 5.86

3 100.8 3.20, 1.55

3 115.0 4.60 4.46

5 109.0 6.30 5.97

DIFFEp- AVERAGE
EKE

. GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

MARY-
LAND ENCE
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

oTFFER-
ENCE

-.04, 3.70 3.82 -.12 3.80 4.16 -.36 4.00 3.82 +.18

..064 5.80 5.54 4.26 8.40 5.73 4.17 6.00 5.76 +.24

-.13
-.60

3.20
4./0 ;

3.49
5.28

-.29
-.58

3.50
5.30

3.85
5.57

...35
-.27

3.50
5.40

3.57
5.59

-.07

4.15 4.00 4.15 -.15 4.50 4.47 4.03 4.40 4.31
.24 5.30 5.70 .-.40 5.40 5.88 4.00 5 4.09

-.05 4.00 3.94
..

+.06 3.70 4.27 -.57 3.90 3 91 -.01
-.71 5.20 5.60 -.40 5.70 5.80 -.10 6.00 5.'3 +.17

r"....---.

+.11 4.60 4.35 +.25 4.80 4.64 +.16 4.20 4.28 -.08

+.13 6.40 6.11 4,29 6.50 6.28 4,22 6.70 6.30 +.40

+.24 4.20 3.83 +.37 400 4.16 4.14 4.10 3.81 +,29

+.20 6.20 5.97 +.23 6.10 6.11 +.19 6.60 6.14 +.46

...04

-.45
3.40
5.50

3.55
5.66

-.15
-.16

3.90
5.70

3.90
5.83

+.00
-.13

3.60
6.00

3.58
5.87

+.02
+.13

-.05 4.20 4.14 4.06 4.50 4.46 +.04 4.2n 4.06 +.14

-.04 5.90 5.90 +.00 6.20 6.03 +.17 6.40 6.06 +.34

+.12 4.60 4.39 +.21 4.n0 4.69 +.21 4.40 4.24 +.12

+.21 6.00 6.03 -.03 6.40 6.19 +.21 6.70 6.21 +.49

+.22 4.50 4.17 +.33 4.40 . 4.49 +.31 4.50 4.09 +.41

+.04 6.00 6.01 -.01 6.20 6.15 4.05 6.30 6.18 +.12

-.06 3.9U 4.06 -.16 4.20 4.38 -.IR 4.00 3.99 +.01

+.00 5.60 5.64 5.40 5.80 4.00 5.40 5.44 +.06

-.12 5.20 5.3n -.10 5.50 5.50 +.00 5.50 5.54 -.04

-.21 4.10 4.21 -.11 4.40 4.52 -.12 4.10 4.13 -.03
-.47 5.70 5.92 -.22 6.00 6.07 -.07 6.00 6.10 -.10

.27 4.20 3.79 +.41 4.50 4.13 +.37 3.90 3.79 +.11

.01 5.90 5.84 4.06 5.40 5.99! -.19 6.00 6.02 -.02

+.06 3.60 3.74 -.14 4.10
Z.g: :".ig

4.00 3.76 +.24

-.07. 5.20 5.27 -.rt.( 5.30 5.50 5.58 -.08

-.04 4.10 4.26 -.16 4.60 4.88 +.02 4.4n 4.15 +.25

+.04 6.00 5.95 4.05 6.*0 6.08 +.12 6.40 6.11 +.29

-.15 3.40 3.62 -.22 3.60 3.97 -.37 3.50 3.66 -.16

+.14 4.70 4.58 .12 5.00 4.87 +.13 4.60 4.43 +.17

.31 6.20 5.98 *.22 6.40 6.12 +.64 * 6.70 6.15 +.55

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR
DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 01.1

' ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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(GRANGE,- LUTHERVILLE)

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY -SKILL-
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*

UALTIMoRE LOUNTV
SCHOOL SYSTEM

4

VOCABULARY

SKILL AREAS

REAOING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL mATHEmATICAL.TOTAL
SCHOOL GRAUE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY- DIFFEp- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- "bIFFFR- AVERAGE MARY- oIFFER-LAND ENCE LAND ENCE .LANG ENCE LANG ENCESAS GE NORM . GE NORM GE NORM GE moRm

GOANGC 3 103.7 3.70 3.78 .08 3.70 3.85 -.15 1.80 4.18 .3810 3.43' .175 104.5 5.40 5.55 -.15 5.50 5.60 .20 5.00 5.76 .14 -6.00 5.80 .20
-OKAY MAW 3 99.1 3.30 3.48 -.18 3.20 3.54 -.34 4.50 3.59 -.30 3.50 3.51E -.085 102.4 4.60 5.34 -.74 4.70 5.40 -.70 5.30 5.57 -.27 S.40 5.61 -.21

sywounco 3 108.7. 8.20 4,10 4,10 4.00 4.18 -.18 4.50 4.49 .01, 4.40

,

4.11 .295 106.2 5.40 5.70 -.30- 5,30 5.74 ..44 5.40 5.89 -.49 6.00 5,92 .08
HALETHORPE N 5 105.5 3.50 3.90 -.10 4.00 3.97 .03 ,f0.70 4.29 .450 3.00 1.03 -.035 105.3 ' 5.30 5.62 -.32 5.20 5.67 .,47 5.70 5.82 ...12- 6.00 5.85 .15

e.,...

HAMPTON 3 111.8 '8.80 8.27 1,113 4.60 4.36 .24 4.80 4.66 .14 4.20 4.26 -.06
5 110.0 6.3C 6.03 t.27 6.40 6.04 .56 .6.50 6.15 .32 6.70 6.20 +;50

HANFONO HILLS 3
5

103.3
109.9

.440 3.75
6.10 6.02

..25 4y20

...08 6.20
3.82 4.0::?:

6.10

c+
4.16
6.17

.14 4.10

.11 6.60
3.81

.6.20
+.29
.40

aHALTHOPNE 3
5

99.2
106.5

3.80 1449
5.10 5.73

.09 3.88
-.43 5.50

3.55
5.76

-.15
-.26 !..;(())

3.90
5.91

.00 3.60
-.21 6.80

3.59
5.94

4.01
+.06

+11oRVILLE 3 108.2 8.00 8.07 -.07 4.20 4.15 +.05 4.40 4.46 .04 4.20 4.05 .12
5 108.7 5.80 5.91 5.90 5.94 6.20 6.08 .12 6.40 6.11 .29

HENNINAIO 3 112.3 9.90 4.33 4.07 4.60 8.82 '4.18 8.40 4.71 .19 8.80 8.31 .09
------ 5 110.4 6.20 6.06 4.18 6.00 6.08 -.08 6.40 6.21 .10 6.70 6.23 .47

HILLCREST 3 108.7 4.30 4.10 4.20 4,50 4.18 +.32 4.60 4.49 , .31 4.50 4.11 +.39
5 110.2 6.00 6.04 -.04' 6.00, 6.06 -.04 4.20 6.19 1 .01 6.30 6.22 +.05

HILLENOIRA- 3 106.9 3.90 3.99 .00 3.90 4.06 .16 4.20 4.38 ..1114 4.00 4.01 -.01
5 105.6 5.60 5.65'

....

-.05 5.60
5.69 ...Oct 5.80 5.54 -...04 5.90 5.88 4.02

INVERNESS 5 $01.4 5.10 5.29 -.19 5.20 5.35 -.15 5.50 5.53 -.03 5.50 5.56 -.06
JOHNNIcAKC 3 109,4 3.90. 4.15 -.25 4.10 4.23 -.13 4.40 4.53 4.10 4.15 -.05

5 109.1 5.40 5.95 -.55 5.70 5.97 -.27 6.00 6.11 -.11 6.00 6.14 -.14

KINGSVILLE 3 102.7 4.00 3.72 +.28 4.20 3.78 .42 4.40 4.12 .38 3.6n 3.78 .12'
5 107.9 5.80. 5.85 ...03 5.90 5.88 .02 8.80 6.02 -.22 6.00 6.05 -.05

LANSDOWNE ELEM 103.1 3.70 3.74 -.04 3.81 -.21 4.00 4.14 4.00 3.80 4.20
5 102.2 5.10

5.36 ...26
5.20 5.42 -.22 5.10 5.59 -.2° 5.50 5.62 .4,12

LOCH HAVEN
.5 110.2 4.10 . 4.20 4.10 4.28 -.18 4.60 4.50 i.02 8.40 4.19 .21
5,, 109.9 5.90 6.02 -.12 6.00 6.04 -.04 6.20 6.17 ".03 6.40 6.20 .20

LOGAN 3 3.20 3.59 ...30 3.40 3.65 -.25 3.60 4.00. -.40 3.50 3.68 -.18
LUINERvILL. 3 115.0 4.60 4-f,.- 4.51 ..09 4.70 4.60 .10 5.00 N.88, .IP 4.60 4.99 .15

5 109.0 6.30 5.94 4.36 6.20 5.96 .28 6.40 6.10 .70 6.7r 6.13 .57
SEE CHAPTER 41 SECTION 4.1.2 FOR

DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED 4P4 EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 001ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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(MAIDEN.CHOICE PINE. GROVE)

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL--COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE*

PERCENT
AVERAGE
DAILY
ATTEN-
DANCE
(41

TOTAL NO.

PERCENT
STAFF

MASTER'S
DEGREE
OR ABOVE

(9)

SCHOOL

Fr .SCHOOL NAME

GRADE
ORGANI-
ZATION

(.11

TOTAL
SCHOOL
ENROLL-
MENT
(21

I

PUPIL/
STAFF'
RATIO

AVERAGE YEARS
EXPERIENCE

AGE CHILDREN

PERCENT
DISAD-
VAN-

TAGED
(10)

MEDIAN
EDUCA-
TION OF
MOTHER
(11)

HEIMAN
FAMILY
INCOME
($1

(P)

TEACHER
(5L

ADMIN.
(6)

'TEACHER
(7)

ADMIN.
(8)

MAIDEN CHOICE K-6 651 20.7 95.2 29.5 2.0 6.3 23.0 22.2' 3.7 10.7 10599.0
.

MARS ESTATES K-6 624 .1 95.6 28.0 3.0 10.2 23.3 32.3 3.7 11.1 9646.0

..'

.,,MARTIN BOULEVARD K-6 433 22...-2- 95.7 17.5 2.0 9.7 20.5 20.5 7.1 10.8 10108.0

MCCORMICK 671 21.2 97.2' 29.6 2.0 7.5 18.52 26.9 3.4 11.8 11330.04

MERWT_POINT 1-6 482 17.2 96.3 26.0 2.0 101.9 12.5 21.6 ;' 10.8 10707.0

MIDDLEBOROUGH K-6 ,572 20.8 95.8- 25.5 2.0 9.0 22.7 25.5 7.8 10.6 9163.0

MIDDLESEX K-6 762 20.9 95.8 34.5 2.0 8.8' 29.3 26.0 8.3 10.5 9592.0

MILBROOK K-5 481 21.4 92.3 '-20.5 2.0 7.4 29.5 .44.4 2.1 12.2 1374.0

NOR WOOD K-6 639 20.0. 95.9 10.0 2.0 8.5 19.0 15.6 1.7 10.0 11582.0

4

or
.OAKIEIGH K-6._ 731 19.8 96.0 34.9 x 2.0 12%9 38.5 24.1 6.7 11.8 11034.0

OR EMS , K-6 441 20.0 95.7 . -20.0 2.0 . 9.8 21.3 29.5 11.1- 10231.0

OWINGS MILLS K-6 807 .23.1 95.1 33.0 2.0 8.5- 18.5 34.3 1.4 11.6 -11499.0

PADONIT K-6 510 18.4 96.2 25.7 2.0 11.5 31.0 32.5 2.1 12.7 14906,0

PARKVILLE K-6 773 21.8 96.5 ' 33.5 2.0 11.8 26.5 25.3 4.9 11.8 11630.0

PATAPSCO NECK K'-6 342 19.0 95.5 16.0 2.0 11.3 26.5 27.8 3.2 10.2 11515.0

PEARY HALL K-6 691 18.7 96.7 35.0 2.0 12.3 33.0 24.3 3t5 11.8 12940.0

PINE GROVE K-6 593 20.8 96.7 26.5 2.0 8.^ 18.5 28.1 12.2 13865.0

* SEE APPENDI6 A FOR DEFINITION OF'TERMS.
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(MAIDEN CHOICE - PINE GROVE) ,

TABLE 4. RELATION-OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS, WITH,NONVERliAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONWLUD*
8ALTINGRE COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

SKILL AREAS

(VOCABULARY' READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL.

w .0.0*

1

sCH001. NAME

MAIDEN CHOICE

.

GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE-

SAS GE

3 107.5 3.40
b 105.1 5.30

MARY-
LAN4
NORM

3.92
5.29

oTFFEN- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

-.12 4.00
4.01 5.50

MARY-
LAND
NORM

4.d4
5.38

.

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

,04 4.20
+.12 5.70

MARY-
LAND
NORM

4.37
3.62

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

-.17 3.90
+.08 5.90

MARY.
LAND
NORM

4.00
5.65

DIFFER-
EHCE

-.10
4.25

t 414185 E.01.47e5' 3 100.1 3.10 3.55 ..45 3.30 3.53 -.33 . 3.50 3.98 .44 3.60 3.65 -.05

5 101.4 4.50 5.17 -.67 4.70 5.28 -.58 Asno 5.48 .48 5.10 5.51 -.01

.

MARTIN 80OLEVAIIO 3 98.7 3.40 3.43 -.03 3.50 3.49 +.01 3.70 3.85 -.15 3.40 3.55 4.25

5 104.8 5.20 5.39 -.19. 5.20 5.50 -.30 5.50 5.72 -.22 5.50 5.75 -.25

'MCCORMICK ,Q 3 105.6 3.70 3.87 -.17 3.70 3.964 -.26 4.30 4.29 4.01 3.80 3.92 -.12

5 107.8 5.20 5.70 ...SO- 5.50 5.79 -.29 5.00 5.94 -.04 5.70 5.97 -.27

.

HERMIT POINT 5 101.2 4.90 508 -.28 5.20 5.26 -.06 5.70 5.50 4.20 5.50 5.53 -.03

.

MIODLEPOROUGH 3 100.4 3.80 3.51 .29 3.80 3.59 +.21 4.00 3.95 .05 3.80 3.63 .17

5 98.8 4.90 4.95 -.05 4.90 5.06 06 5.00 5.30 -.30 5.30 5.33 -.03

M1ODLLSEX 99.1 `11.504 3.43 .07 3.60. 3.51 4.09 3.80 3.87 -.07 3.60 3.56 4.04

5 99.1 ',5.10 4.98 +.12 5.10 5.09 4.01 5.10 5.33 -.23 5.50 5.37 4.13

441(.0110m
3 110.6 4.10 4.18 ...00 4.10 4.28 -.10 4.50 4.60 -.10 4.21 4.19 4.01

5 102.4 5.50 5.44 .06 5.50 5.48 .02 5.00 5.63 4.27 5.80 5.67 +.13

NO1440440 3 108.2 3.80 3.95 -.15 3.80 4.06 -.26 4.10 4.39 -.29 3.90 4.03 -.13

5 104.6 5.30 5.51 -.21 5.40 5.59, ....IQ 5.80 5.90 -.10 5.90 5.91 -.01

044LZIGH 3 104.4 3.60 ,3.80 -.20 3.80 3.8ff -.08 4.00 4.22 -.22 4.00 5 :85 4.15

5 102.4 5.20 5434 -.14 5.30 5.42 -.12. 5.60 5.57 4.03 5.70 ' 5.61 4.09

ORE MS 3 103.8 3.60 3 73 ...15 3.70 3.83. -.13 4.00 4.17 -.17 3.70 3.81 -.11

5 99.9 5.20 5,1n .10 5.20 5.19 .01 5.50 5.39 4.11 5.50 5.43 4.07

OM/NGS MILLS 3 101.2 3.90 3.61 .29 3.80 3.67 .13 4.10 4.02 OA 3.70 3.69 4.01

5 104.9 5.30 5.50 -.20 5.60 X5.58 .02 5.50 5.76 -.26 5.70 5.79 -.09

PAyONIA 3 102,1 4.30 1.73 ' .57 4.30 3.77 .53 4.40 4.10 .30 4.00 3.77 .23

S 113.7 6.10 5.27 -.17 6.10 6.29 -.19 6,40 6.43 -.03 6.30 6.45 -.15

PAn4V1LLE 3 103,5 3.80 3.75 .05 3.90 3.83 4.07 3.00 4.17 -.27 3.40 3.81 -401.

5 A09.3 5.40 5.41 -.01 5.00 5.89 -.09 5.80 6.05 -.25 6.10 6.08 .02

PATAPScO Haoc .1 103.4 3.60 3.68 .12 3,60 3.77 -.17 4.10 4.11 , 4.00 3.79 4.21

5 102.4 5.30 5.25 .05 5.20 5.32 -.12 5.40 5.61 4.10 5.70 44,63 4.07

PLRRY MALL 3 106.5 4.10 3.93 .17 4.00 4.01 -.01 4.20 14.34 ...14 4.10 3.97 P.13

5 110.2 5.90 5.91 -.01 5.90 5.97 -.07 6.10 6.15 -.05 6.40 6.17 .23

PINE GROVL 3 109.5 4.10 4.12 -.02 4.10 4.22 -.12 4.50 4.53 -.03 44.30 4.14 .16

5 107.3 5.80 5.70 .02 5.80 5.02 -.02 5,40 5.97 -.17 5.11P 6.00 -.20

4 SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 14.4

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

'', Q
1_ 'lc/

4-81



(MAIDEN CHOICE PINE GROVE}

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY -SCILL.AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUSSTATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*
HALT TONE COUNTY
SC4001. SYSTEM

VOCAOULARY
P 4

SK ILL AREAS

READING CONPRENENS1ON LANGUAGE TOTAL PATNEvA01CAL TOTAL
SCHOoL.NANE GRADE AVERAGE AVER** MARY- DTFFF4- AVERAGE NARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE. NARY- OIFFER...'AvERAGE MARY- .0TFFEN.LAND ,E,TICE LAND ENCE . LAVI ENCE : LAND ENCE5AS GE 4 0RF GE NORM

0+ NORM
°MAIDEN CHOICE .0 107.5 3.6o 4.02 -.22 4.00 4.10 4,10 4.20 4.42 ...27 3.90 4.04 ...14

5 103.1 5.30 5.43 -.13 5.50 5.49 .01 5.70 5.65 .o6 5.90 5.69 421
.

.

,
MARS ESTATES 3 100.7 3.10 3.59 -.44 , 3.30 3.65 -.35 3.50 3.99 ...40 3.60 3.67 , -.07
q

S 101.4 4.50 5.24 479 4.70 5.35 -.65 6.00 5.53 -.53 5.10 5.56 ....46

MARTIN 004.8.EVAI,
.0 96.7 3.40 3.46 -.V& 3.50 3.51 -.01 3.70 3.87 ...17 '3.80 3.56 '.24
y 104.0 5.20 5.58 ...314 5.20 5.63 -.43 5.50 5.78 -.28 540 "2.1,02 -.32-,

oRCCONHICK 3 1U5.6 3." 3.90 -.20!' 3.70 4:97 -.27 4.32 4^.30 .04 3.46 3.94 -.14
b 107.0 5.20 5.64 -.04 0.50 .5.87 -.37 5.00 6.01 -.11 5.70 6.04 -.34

MI}IITT POINT 121.2 4.90 5.27 +.17 5.20 5.33 -.13 5.70 5.51 .19 5.50 6.52 -.05
411,/01,EnORWGN 3 100.4 3.80 3.57 .23 3.80 3.b3 .17 4.00 3.97 .03 3.80' 3.65 .15

5 90.8
, 4.90 5.08 +.16 *4.90 5.14-:245.40.5.33 -.33 5.30 5.37 -.07

MloOLE48 3 99.1 3.50 ,0.401 .02 3.60 3.54 .06 3.40 3.89- ...0! 3.60 3.58 .02
5 99.1 5.10 5.09 .01 0.10 -. 5.17 -.07 5.10 5.35 -.25 5.50 5.39 .11

N1044.JOK 3 410.6 4.10 . 4.22 -.12 4.10 4.31 21 4.50 4.61' ...11 4.20 4.21 -.01
5 102.1 5.50 5.37 .01 5.50 5.43 4.07 5.40 . 5.60 .30 5.80 5.64 .16

NU01105' J 108.2 3.50 4.07 3.80 4.15 -.35 4.10 4.46 3.00 4.08 +.16
106.6 6.30 5.73 ...41 5.40 5.77 -.37 5,00 5.92 -.12 5.00 0.95 -.05

OAKLEI614 4 104,4 3.60 3.82 -.22 3.80 3.84 ...011 400 4.22 -.22 4.00 ,3+017 .13
5 182.4 b.20 5.37 -.17 5.30 5.43 -.13 S.60 ,; 5.60 .00 5.70 5.64 4.06,,

04EN5 3 103.6 3.60 3.79 3.7U 3.85 -.15 4.40 4.19 ...10 3.70 3.64 -.14
b 99.4 5.20 5.16 04 5.20 5.23 -.03 5.50 5.41, .44 5.50 5.45 .05

01/111465 RILLS 3 101,2 3.90 4.62 .7n 3.80 3.58 4.12 4.10 4.02 O0' 3,7n 3.70 4.00
5 104.9 5.30 5.59 -.29 5.60 5.63 -.03 5.50 5.79 -.20 5.70 5.82 -.12

. .
,PAaDNIA 3 102-.1 4.36 3.44 .62 4.30 3.74 .56 4.40 6.06 4.32 4.0n 3.75 .25

5 $45.7 6.10 6.34 -,24 6.10 6.34 -.24 6.40 6.46 -.06 6.30 6.45 ...IA

pAAKVILLE 3 103.5 3.80 3,77 .03 3.90 3.83 .07 1.60 4.'0.4 -.27 3.80 3.62 -.02
5 189.3 5.40 I 5.97 -.17 5.60 5.99 -.19 5.40 6.12 -.32 6.10 06.13 -.05

PATAPSCO N..CK 3 103.4 3.50 '3.76 .04 3.60 3.i3"
(

-.23 4.46 4.16 -.06 4.on 3.82 4.141
b 102.4 5.30 5.37 -.07 5.20 5.83 -.23 5.80 5.60 .20 5.70 5.64 t.06 .

.PLUMY '0.LL 3 106.5 4.10 1.96 .14 4.00 4.03 -.03 4.20 4,35 ...10 4.1fl 5.99 .11
5 110.2* 5.90 6.04 +.14 5.90 6.06 ...16 6.10 6.19 .00 6.40 6.22 4.16

.
44=. .

,
PINE GROVE 3 109.5 4.10 4.15 -,os A.10 4.21 1-.413. 4.so 4.54 -.n4 4.30 4.15 +.15

5 107.3 5.80 5.74, ..01 5.60 5.83 -.03 , 5.50 0.97 ....17 5.80' 0.90 -.20
j SEE CHAPTER 4. SECtION

4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERNS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK IP)ACCOMPANYING mAIPPERENCE SCORES.

1 4 1
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(PINEWOOD - SENECA)

TABLE 3. SCHOOLLEVEL-COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE*

'SCHOOL NAME .

GRADE
ORGAN
ZATION

(1)

TOTAL
SCHOOL
ENROLL-
MENT
(2)

PUPIL/
STAFF
RATIO
(3)

PERCENT
AVERAGE
DAILY

ATTEN-
DANCE
(4)

TOTAL NO.
AVERAGE YEARS
EXPERIENCE

.

PERCENT
STAFF

MASTER'S,
DEGREE
OR ABOVE

(91 .

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

PERCENT
DISAD-
VAN-

TAGED
(10)

MEDIAN
EDUCA-
TION OF
MOTHER
(111

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME
IS)
(12)

TEACHER
(54

ADMIN.
(6)

TEACHER
(7)

ADMIN.
(81

PINEWOOD

PLEASANT PLAINS K-6 671 18.6 96.8 34.1 2.0 9.2 35.5 33%2 3.0 12.4 12823.0

POT SPRING K-6 647 19.9 97.5 30.5 2.0 11,2 26.5 27.7 1.6 12.6 16599.0

POWHATAN K-6 467 22.2 96.0 19.0 2.0 8.2 22:5 33.3 5..2 12.4 13530.0

PRETTYBOY K-6 359 24.7 95.8 -13.5 1.0 15.9 17.8 34.5 3.0 10.0 10341.0

RANDALLSTOWN' K-6 653 23.3 94.3 27.0 '1.0 9.4 19.5 32.1 5.1 12.3 13978.0

REISTERSTOWN

RELAY

RIDERWOOD

SENECA

RODGERS FORGE .

K-6

RED HOUSE RUN K-6 729 23.2 96.7 29.4 2.0 8.5 19.0 19.1 2.5 11.4 12178.0

* SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

"rut

K-6 741 23.1 96.1 30.0 2.0 .9.0 21.0 34.4 5.0 12.3 1218.0'

. 4

K-6 391 20.1 95.5 17.5 2.0 8.7 16.5 17.9 8.8 12.1* 12894.0

K-6 595 20.5 96.9 27.0 2.0 9.7 23.5 34.5 1.1 12.0 19261.0

RIVERVIEW K-5 776 21.0 95.8 35.0 2.0 8.5 17.0 27.0 7.8 10.3 9646.0,'

K-6 031 23.2 96.0 33:0 2.0 . 12.0 20.5 31.0 0.0 12.7 14052.0

RO- SEDALE. K-6 750 20.0 95.8 35.9 2.0 9.2 16.0 26.1 3.4 10.1 11702.0

RUXTON K-6 301 21.2 96.4 16.0 2.0 11.9 22.5 36.7 4.7 12.9 20545.0

SANDALWOOD K-6 662 22.8. 96.0 27.0 2.0 5.3 21 10.3 3.0 11.7 10129.0

SANDY PLAINS K-6 755 21.0 94.0 32.5 2.0 4.2 19.7 13.0 3.7 11.2 10629.0

*. ,

SCOTTS BRANCH K-6. 607 20.2 92.7 29.0 1.0 9.1 .25.0 23.3 4.3 12.2 12906.0

K-6 591 21.9 96.1 25.0 2.0 0.0 29.5 22.2 2.2 11.2 11305.0

427 17.9 96.3 21.9 2.0 8.3 28.0 20.9 2.9 12.6 18141.0

1 fi
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I

(PINEWOOD - SENECA)

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLED*
BALTIMORE COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSIA a LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AvE6AGE

E,CELAN4 LANG ENCE

sAS GE NORM GE NORM 4E

MARY-
LAND
NORM

OIFFI-R-JvERAGE
EKE

GE

12- M ER-

NORM,

131NE1,000 3 108.0 4.10 4.09 4.01 4.00 '4.13' -.13 4.10 4.44 -.34 3.90 4.10 -.20

b 109.7 6.30 6.12 .18 6.30 6.07 .23 6.40 6.25 .15 , 6.60 6.27 .33

PLEASAIIT R,.AINS 3 108,0 4.20 4.03 +.17 4.50 4.13 4.37 4.50 4.45 .15 4.40 4.06 4.34

5 109.2 6.40 5.88 .52 6.30 5.94 4.36 6.50 6.07 4.43 6.50 6.10 .40

POT GPR1N6 3 111.0 4.60 4.25 .35 4.70 4.32 .38 4.90

5 111.2 6.20 6.17 +.03 6.30 6.15 4.15 6.60
4.62
6.31

::g ::54 4.24
6.33

4.26
4.37

PO%HATIO4 3 101,6 3.70 3.68 4,02 3.70 3.73 -.03 3.90 4.06 -.16 3.70 3.74 -.04

-5 101.6 5,.20 5.41 -.21 5.30 . 5.44 -.14 5.70 5.58 4.12 6.00 5.62 4.38

13141.TTY90Y 3 100.6 3.70 3.51 .19 3.6u 3.58 4.02 3.40

5 100.6 5.70 5.08 ..62 5.80 5.17 4.63 6.20
3.94
5.46

-.14
+.74

3.60 ,
6.30

3.64
5.49

-,04
4.81

HAuDALLSTU.N J 106.2 41,10 3.44 .16 4.10 4.01 4.09 4.60 4.34 4.26 4.00 3.97 4.03

5 106.8 5.80 5.76 4.04 5.9Q 5.79 4.11 6.20 5.94 4.26 .5,40 . 5.97 -.07

RLD HOHSE RUN 3 105.7 4.20 3.86 .34 . 4.20 3.95 4.25 4.40 4.28 +42' 3.92 .18

5 109.4 5.80 5.81 -.01 5.90 5.88 4.02 6.00 6.06 -.06 6.10 5.10 4,00

FILIsrLpsru.
3.09 +.11 4.30

N 3 104.2 4.00 3.81 .1O 4.00 4.22 4.08 ,4.In 3:86 4.24

5 107.1 6.00 5.72 ..26 6.10 5.743 4.32 6.40 i.91 .49 4," 5 95 4,45

RLLAY 3.91 -.11 4.10 3.99 4.11 4,60
3 105.9 3.80

4.31 4,29 3.60

b 105.9 5.70 5.65 4T05 5.70 5.70 4.00 6.20 5.85 +.35 5.I0 ;.21

3 113.8 4.50 4.44 +.06 4,70 440 4.20 4.40 4.79 4.01 4.50 4.40 4.10

b 110,1 6.30 6.20 .10 6.30 6.13 .17 6.50 6.30 a0 6.70 6.32 +.38

R1N.E9Vm 3 108.0 3.60 3.95 -.33 3.70 4.06 -.36 4.10 -.09
'4".%

4.01 +.19

-' 105.4 5.10 5.39 -.29 5.10 5.50 -.40 5.70 Z.;: 5.76 .12
,

Rv,,609 1-LmoE-- 4 109.1 4.40 4.12 .2F 4.40
tbs.'1:(1)"

4.52 +.08 4.30 4.12 .18

5 110.7 6.50 5.04 4.46 6.40 ::gliir -44..r2 6.20 +.40 6.60 6.23 ..3T

0

Rosumie 3 103.5 '3.50 3.69 -.19 3.40 3.77 -.37 3.70

. 5 99.6 5..00
I

5.07 -.07 4.90 5.13 -.23 5,,10

4.11
5.43

- 41.

-.33
3 69..

5.40
3.40
5.45

-.20
-.05

RWOH 3 113.0 4.40 4.41 -,01 4.30 4.46 -.16 4.60 4.74 -.14 4.30 4.37 -.07

5 115.2 6.60 0.9 4.01 6.60 6.50 4.10 6.60 6.68 .12 6.806 6.69 ,'11

SA.JOALu0OU 3 99.6 3.0n 3.51 -.51 3.20 3.58 -.36 3.90 3,93 -.41 3.30 3.60 -.30 .

5 101,3 4.90 5.22 -.42 5.10 5.32 -.22 5.10 5.47 -.37 5.00 9.52 -.52

SAhDY PLA16 3 96.6 3.30 3.33 -.03 3.30 3.38 7.06 3.60 3.74 -.14 3.30 3.45 -.15

SCOTS DRA ICH 3 106.7 3.70 3.96 , -.26 3.80 4.04 -.24 4.20 4.37 -.17 4.00 3.99 .01

5 102.5 5.60 5,43 4.17 5.50 5.48 4.02 5.70 5.62 4.08 5.90 5.66 .24

SLMLCA
3 102.5 3.70 3.67 4.03 3.90 3.74 4.16 4.00

"'5.10

4.09 -.00 3.80 3.75 .05

5 98.4 5.04 4.06 5.30 5.11 4.19 5.10 5.32 -.22 5..2n 5.36 -.16

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF. TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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(PINEWOOD - SENECAY

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SO=CIOECONOMIC STATUS
STATISTICALLY CONYROLLED*

OK),ilMORL COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

SK11.1. AREAS

VOCABULARY

so1004. NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERA6L HART..
LAND

SAS OE NORM

PINEMOOU 3 108.0 4.10 4.06
5 109.7 6.30 5.00

PLt,ASAHT PAINS

POT St,RINu

PU.MALAN

Ph4TTYrOY

,RA140ALLSTO4N

RLP WouSt Art4

AcIsrosumn

3 108.0 4.20 4.06
5 109.2 0.40 5.96

3 111.0 4:50 4.25
5 111.2 6.20 6.13

3 101.6 3.70 3.65
lk5 101 5.20 5.30

3 100.6 3.70 3.58
5 100.6 5.70 5.22

3 106.2 51,10 3.94
5 106.8 5.00 '5.75

4

3 105.7 4.20
5 109.4 5.80

4.91
5.97

3 104.2 4.00 3.lt
5 107.1 6.00 5.70

.. R8.1...47 3 105.9 3.60 5.42.
5 105.9 5.70 5.67

RAVE0,01., 4 3 113.8 4.50 4.43
5 110.1 0.30 6.03

RIVENVIER 4 '108.0 3.60 4.06
5 105.4 5.10 5.63

R6L,GE115 FIMGC J 10.1 4.40 4.0
5 110.7 0.50 6.09

READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL wATHEMATICAL TOTAL

OTFTEp.. AVERAGE MARY.. OIFFFII4. AVERAGE NARY.. 6IFFFIt AVERAGE MARY.. DTFFER.Er CE LAND ENCE LAW DICE LAND ENCEGE NORM GE NORM GE NORM
#.04 4.00 4.13 -.13 5.10 4.45 ..ts 3.00 4.07 -.17...30 6.30 6.02 '4.28 6.40 6.16 .25 6.'60 6.18 .52

4,14 4.50 4.13 4.37 4.60 4.45 .15 4.40 5.07 +.33.44 6.30 5.95 .32 6;30 6.12 A.30 6.50 6.14 +.58

.35 5.70 4.33 4.37 4.00 4.63 4.27 4.50 4.23 4.27.07 6.30 6.14 4.16 ,6.6.71 6.27 4.33 6.70 6.29 +.51

#.05 3,70 3.71 ...01 5.90 4.05 ...II! 3.70 3.72 -.02-.10 5.30 9.37 -.07 5.70 5.54 .16 6.00 5.55 ..42

1.12 3.50 3.64 .-.64 1.40 3.49 ...10 3.60 3.67 -.07.40. 5.80 5.29 +.51 6.20 5.47 4.73 6.50 5.51 4.74

..16 4.10 4.01 4.09 4.50 4.35 . 6 4.00 5.97 4.03.04 5.90 5.79 4.11 6.20 5.44 5.40 5.97 -.07

.29 4.20 3.98 +.22, 5.40 4.30 .1 4.10 3.94 .164.17 5.90 n.00 -.10 6.00 6.13 -.15 0.10 6.16 -.06

.19 4.00 5.110 .12 4.30 4.21 +.09 4.10 1.86 .25.22 6.10 5.51 4.29 6.40 5.96 4.44 6.40 5.99 +.41

-.IP 4.10 3.99 4.11 4.60 4.32 .204 3.40 5.96 -.16.05 5.70 5.71 -.01 6.20 5.87 .35 6.10 5.90 +.20

4.07 4.70 4.52- 4.18 4.40 4.81 -.01 4.10 4.14 ..11.27 6,30 6.05 4.25 6.50 6.19 4.31 6.70 6.21 .49

300 4.13 -,.43 4.50 4.45 -:I5 5.21 4.07 .154.51 3.10 6.67 -.57 5.70 5.55 -.15 6.90 5.56 .04

,.27 4.40 4.21 4.10 4.60 4.52 AA 4.10 4.11 .17.41 6.40 6.10 4.30 6.60 6.23 ..57 6.60 6.26 .34
.1405E0ALE A 105.5 3.50 3.77 -.27 3.40 3.03 -.43 1.70 4.17 -00 5.60 5.52 -.225 99.5 5.00 5.13 -.11 4.90 5.21 -.31 5.10 5.39 -.29 6.40 5.47 -.03

RUXTON J 113.0 4.40 4.35 ..02 0.30 4.46 -.16 4.60 4.76 -.16 4.10 4.14 4..04115.2 6.60 6.47 .1' 6.60 6.46 4.14 6010 6.57 4.21 6.60 6.59 4.21

SANOAL+.00u 3 99.6 3.00 1.52 -.52 3.20 3.57 -.37 1.50 5.10 3.61 -.315 101.3 4.00 5.28 ...OA 4.10 4.34 -.24 5.10 ::141; 5.00 5.56 -.56

SANDY 01.41145 4 96.6 3.30 . 3.52 -.02 3.30 3.37 -.07 3.60 3.74 -.14 3.30 1.45 -.15

S0775 dRA,CH 3 10.7 3.70 5.97 -.27 3.00 4.05 -.25 4.20 4.37 ..17 4.00 4.00 .no5 102.5 5.60 5.38 .22 5.50 5.44 4.06 5.70 5.61 .09 5.00 5.65 .25

SLtECA 3 102.5 3.70 3,70 3.90 5.77 .13 4.00 4.11 -.11 3.80 5.77 4.835 98. 5.10 5.03 4.07 5.30 5.11 .19 5.10 5.30 5.20 5.34 -.14

$. SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 10ACCOMPANYING .ptprepaNcE. SCORES.
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(SEVENTH DISTRICT WOODLAWN)

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL--COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE*

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
PERCENT PERCENT

PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN
TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGEYEARS STAFFGRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S DISAD- EDUCA- FAMILYORGANI- ENROLL- STAFF ATTEN DEGREE VAN- TION OF INCOME

TEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.ZATION RENT RATIO DANCE OR ABOVE TAGED MOTHER If/SCHOOL NAME. ILI (2) (3) (41 P) 161 171 18) (91 1101 (11) (12k

SEVER7H DISTRICT. K-6
1

475 21,4 95.3 19.0 3.0 14.3 21.0 4C5 8.4 10.5 10229.0

SPARKS K-6 456, 19.5 95.7 21.4 2.0 11.3 21.1 42.7 8.5 12.4 12558.0

STONELEIGH K-6 659 20.7 97.1 29.9 2.0 10.1 19.0 28.3 2.2 12.5 14869.0

SUMMIT PARK K-6 200 22.4 09.3 10.5 2.0 12.3 17:0 60.0 4.1 12.6 20440.0

SUSSEX K-6 54,9 17.9 96.0 20.5 2.0 8.3 19.3. 36.1 5.9 10.4 10017.0

TIMBER GROV4 E K-6 708 24.4 46.5 27.0 2.0 8.3 23.9 27.6 1.3 12.4 11827.00

TIMONIUM K-6 6`b6 21.6 97.0 26.0 2.0 11.9 30.5 51.8 1.5 12.6 16867.0

TOWSON K-6 464 16.7 96.0 25.9 2.0 12.2 21,0 32:3' 8.5 12.6 13254.10

VICTORY VILLA K-6 671 21.0 94.9 30.0 2.0 9.6 20.3 12.5 3.6 10.4 9955'.0

VILLA CRESTA K-6 836 19.4 96.9 41.0 2.0 11.0 35.0 27.9 5.5 12.1 11555.0

WARREN 8-6 714 21.0 096.3 32.0 2.0 9.7 28.3 41:2 5.1 12.5 18598.0

WELLWOOD K-6 565 20.9 90.5 25.0 2.0 i.6 13.5 25.9 2.9 12.7 20868.0

WESIpESTER K-6

r

713 22.3 95.6 30.0 2.0 0.9 20.0 43.7 3.2 12.2 13807.0

wESTOWNE 8-6 126 21.4 96.3 32.0 2.0 9.7 30.1 30.2 7.8 12.1 11613.0

WINAND -') K-6 015 21.7 92.1 35.5 2.0
,

8.2 29.3 40.0 1.7 12.6 15086.0

WINFIELD K-6 507 22.0 94.2 21.0 2.0 6.1 16.5 30.4 1.1 12.1 13176.0

WOODBRIDGE. K-6 ' 412 24.2 97.0 15.0 2.0 6.0 14.5 35.3 0.3 12.3 15100.0

WOODLAWN 8-6 274 27.4 96.3 9.0 1.0 6.3 22.0 30.0 5.6 12.2 11092.0

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.
0

'18
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(SEVENTH DISTRICT WOODLAWN1

-TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

sAvimoRE couNTr CONTROLLED*.
srftooL 9TSTEm

0 SKILL AREAS

5ChuRL NAME GRACE AVERAGE

5A5

YOCANULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL

AVERAGA. KART- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER-

LAND L.CE LAND ENCE LAND ENCE

GE NORM GE NORM GE NORM

MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

AVERAGE MARY- DTFFER-
LAND Eo.CE

GE NOR4

5LvENTH DISTRICT 3

5

102.4
'104.6

3.60
5.50

3.62'
5.37

-.07
..13

31,50

5f1e,

3.71
5.46

-.21
-.06

3.R0
5..50

4.06
5.72

-.26'
-.22

3.7r.

5.30
3.73
5.74

-.03
-.44

,

SMARIty 3
5

98.2
101.6

4.10
5.60

3.48
5.37

.62

.25,
4.10
5.60

3.51
5.42

.59

.10
4.10
5.60 Lir5' :::Z '''.;),(c)), g.:(6) ...4(1:

,-..

5T0NELFIGH 3 113.1 4.50 4.35 ..15.. 4.60 4.45 .15 4.40 4:75 4.05 4.30 4.33 -.03

4 112.6 6.50 6.164 .32 6.60 6,21 .36 7.00 6.36 .64 7.00 6.37 053

SUMMIT PARq 3
5

107.6
110.2

4.60'.
6.40

4.09.
6.24

.51
+.16

4.60
6.20

4.11
6.14

.49
+.06

4.70
6.A0

4.41
6.34

4.20
+.2A

4.4n
6.40

4.10
6.36

.30

.04

SUSSEx . 3 102.9 3.50 3.65 -.15 3.60 3.74 -.14 3.40 4.09 -.29 3.70 3.76 -.06

5 101.2 4.40 573 -.33 5.10 5.23 -.13 5.40 5.48 -.48 5.20 5.51 -.31

Tp18LAK.R0o. 3 101.7 3.80 3.67 .13 4.00 3.73 .22 4.16' 4.07 .23 4.00 5.73 .27
5 107.8 5.50 5.75 -.25 5.80 5.85 -.03 5.00 5.95 -.05 5.A0 5.98 -.la

Timevium 3 1d19.8 4.30 4.18 °..12 4.50 4.25 .25 4.00 4.55 .34 4.60 4.14 .42
5 109.3 6.50 6.05 .49 6.40 6.02 .38 6.40 6.19 041 6.70 6.21 .49.

Tu.s0N 3 111.3 4.2n 9.24 -04. 4.40 4.34 .06 4.40, 4.65 .15 4.30 4.23 .07
5 111.h 6.40 6.07 .33 ' 6.30 6.12 .18 6.60 6.24 .36 6.70 6.27 .43

Klooky VILA 3 101.1 3.30 3,55 -.25 3.40 3.63 -.23 1.40 3.91 -.18 3.70 3.66 04
5 101.5 4.00 5.15 -.3S 5.00 5.25 -.25 5.60 . 5.50 -.5n 5.00 S.53 -.53

VILLA eRESTA 3 104.3 3.80 1.80 .00 3.70 3.89 -.19 3.90 4.22 -.32 3.80 1.85 -.05

5 104.4 5.20 5.50 -.30 5.40 5.58 -.18 5.50 5.72 -.22 5.40 5.75 .05

woo.t41,. 3 114.3 4.50 4.45 ..05 4.80 4.52 .20 S.nb 4.81 .10 4,70 4,42 .26

5 111,A 6.50 6.27 ..21 6.40 6.21 .Iq 6.70 6.40 3n 6.60 6.42 .48

roLLL000 3 111.3 6.5n 4.30 4.50 4.34 .16 '5.-140 4.63 .37 4.RC 4.26 .51

5 110.3 6.7c 6.26 .44 6,40 6.16 c..34 7.60 6.36 .64 , 7,60 6.37 .63

ImsTCH(STLR 3 101.5 3.80 1.67 .11 3.00 3.71 .09 4.n0 4.05 -.05 1.70 3.73 -,03'

5 104.1 5.60 5.83 -.21 5.70 5.87 -.17 5.90 6.91 -.11 6.10 6.05 .05

viL510wE 3 101.6 3.70 3.65 .."5 1.90 3.72 .14 4.10 4.06 .04 ,3.1447 3.72 .06

h 106.5 5.60 5.64 -04 5.60 5.72 -.12 5.40 5.86 -.Oh 6.'10 5.49 .11

w11.ANu '3 110.8 4.40 4.23 . 6.17 4.40 4.31 .04 4050 4.61 .10 4.40 4.22 .113

5 100.9 6.10 5.94 .I2 6.0U 6.911 ;02 6.50 6.11 .37 6.60 6.16 .99
4

wINFILID 3 103.1 3.91 3." .11 3.90 3.81 .09 4.10 4.15 .15 4.10 3.01 .29

5 106,9 5.60 5.72 -.12 5.90 5.77 .11' 6.10 5:91 .17 6.30 5.96 .34

1100011,4106t. 3 107,2 4.20 4.01 .1n 4.20 4.07 .13 4.10 4.39 -.09 4.20 4.03 .17

5 109.3 6.00 5.97 .03 6.20 5.98 ' .22 6.40 6.14 .26 6.20 6.17 4.03

wOcIDLAwN 3 99.3 3.60 1.53 .07 3.60 3.58 #.02 1.70 3.92 -.22 3.40 3.60 .20

5 103.1 5.50 5.43 .07 5.40 5.50 -.10 5.40 5.64 -.24 5.70 5.68 .02

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK I)

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE. SCORES.
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.
(SEVENTH DISTRICT - WOODLAWN)

TABEE 5. RELATION, OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND. NORMS, 13Y SKILL
AREAS,' WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS`
STATIStICALLY- CONTROLLED*-

,dvpion Y
SCaMOOL SYScT 04

n
II,

4. SKILL AREAS

If
VOCAAULARY RgADIN11 COMPREHENSION ' LANGUAGE TOTAL - WHEMATI0416 TOTAL

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE NARY+ DIFFER.:AVEION5E MARY+ DIFFER. AVERAGE .14ARY. DIFFFR AVERSE ARY.LAND EKE LANO ENCE LAM ENCE NOSAS SE 00104 GE.. NOAH 1 44E MnigH GE

SToNELFIGH

SUMMIT PARK

VILLA CNESTA

'MOW.

414.1.*000

OhOCNESTk4

S4VENTM DISTRICT 3 108.4 3.60 3.70 ..10 3.50 3.76 +.215 10444 5.50 5.56 .46' ,5.4 5.61 +.21

3.43 4.67 it 4.10 3.44 4.62
5.30 .30 5.60 5.37 *A3,

SPARKS 3 98,2 4,10
. 5 101.8 5.60

.

3 113.1. 4.50 8.34 4.12 4.60 4.47 4.185 112,4 6.50 8.25 4.75 6.60 6.25 4.35

3 107,6. 4,60 4.03 4.57 4.60 4,11 4.495 110.2 6.40 ''6.04 4.36 6.20 6.06 4.14

SUSSEX 3 ,10249 .3.50 3.73 ..23 3.60 304 +.14'4 101,2 4.00, 5.27 ...47 5.10 5.33 +.23

TIMOD1ROVE.s. 5 151.7 3.50 3.65 t,15 4.00 3.71 4.245 107.11 5.50 5.34 ..34 5,80 5,57 +.07 ,

.

T1r,0u111141' 3 104.8 4.30 4.17 4.13 4.50 :4.25 4,254 109.3 " 6.50 4.9Z ..53 6.40 5.99 4..41

TO,SOM 3 111.3 4.20 9,27 .,07 4,40 4.35 4.05111,6 6.40 6.16 4,24 6,30 6.17 +.13

VICTONY VILLA 3 101,1 3.30 3.61 .01
5 101.5 4.80 5.30 400

3 104.3 3.80 3.82 ..02 3,70 3.89 +.445 104.4 5.20 5.54 ...34 5.40 5.59 +.19

3 114,3 4.50 4.46
5 111.5 4.50 6.0 4,32 6,40 6.19 4,21

3 111.3 4.50
5 110,3 5.70

+.04 4.40 4.b5 4.25

4.27 0.23 '.4.50
6.05 ' 6.50 6.07

3 '101.5 3,80 3,64 4.16 3,80 3.70 4.104 10.1 5.60 5.66 +.P6 5,70 ' 5.89 +.14
t

WLSTUAME , 3 101.6 3.70 3.65 4..05 3,90 3.71 4.145 106.5 -540 5,93 03 5,60 5.76 +.16

MIMANO 3 110.6 4.40 4.24 4,16 4,40 4.32 4.085 101.9 6.10 5.93 4.17 6.00 5.96. 4.04

.WINFILLO 3 103,1 3.90 3.74 4.16 3.40 3.81 4.045 1Q6,9. 5.60 5.78 +.16 5.90 5.79 4.11

0000041W 3 10701 99.20 4.00 4.20 4.20 4.08 4.12b MO 6,00 5.97 4.03 6.20 5.94 4.21.

00001.40 5 99Z3 340 p3.50 4.10 3,60 3.55 ,964 103.1, 00 5.43 4:01 5.40 5.49 +.04

4.33

3,40 3467 +.27
5.00 5.35 +.36

4.15
4.43

30 4.10 +.30
5.50. 5,77 +.27

4044

,

3.70 3.76. +.08 .

5.30 tow -.50

4.30 3.84 4046 9.00 3.53 4.47 45.50 5.54 4.05 5.60 5.58 4.02

4.40 4.76 4.04 9.50 8,35 ::,05
7.00 6.58 4.62 7.00 6.40 +.60

4.70 4.42 *45 ',4,40 4605 4.356.60 6.19 4.41 6.40 6.22 4.1A,

1.40 4.13 +.33 3.70 . 3.79 +MI
1.00 5.51 +.51 5.20 5.55 .35

.
,

4.30 4.06 4.24 900 3.73 4.275.40 ,5.01 +.11 (,5480 6.04 +.24

....

4.40 4.56 4.34 4'4,60. 4:17 4,43
6.50 . 6.12 4.40 6.70 6.15 4.55

4.40 . 4.65 4115 4.30 4.25 4.05
6.60 6.30 4.30 6.70 6.32 . 4,35'

3.50 4.02 +.22
4.00 5.53 .53

3.70
5.00 5.57 .87 *

3.64 4.01

3.40 4.22 +.32 3.50 3187
5.40 b.75 +.24 5.00 5.74

5.00 4.54 4.16 4.70 4.42 4..201'6.70 6.31 4.34 6,40 6.34 4-.86

5.00 - 4.65 4.35 400 4.25 4,85
74n0 5.20 4.80 7.00 6.23 '

4.00 4,04 +.04' 3.70 3.71 -.035.40 6.03 -.13 6.10 6.06 4.04

..

4.10 4.05 4,05 1440 % 3.72 1.08500 5.91 0.11 6.00 5.94 4.06

4.40 4.62 4.15 4.40 4.22 4.186.50 6.09 4.41. 67.60 6.12 4.46

14.30 4.14 +.16 4.10 3,60 4.306.10 5,94 4.18 5030, 5.97
,

4. 33

4.10 4.80 +.10 '4.20 4.03 4.17
t

6:40 6.12 4428 '- 6.20 6.15 4.05

.1.70 3.91 421, 3.80 3.59 4,215.49 5.65 +:25 5870 5.64 4.01 .

4:*511 CHATER At SeCTION.4.S.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OP ASTERISKACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORNS.
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'3

(WOODMOOR LANSDOWNE SR)

ft
TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL-COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC_ SCHOOLRESOURCESPROFILE*

a

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
PERCENT 1 PERCENT

PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN

,

TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS STAFFGRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S DISAD- EDUCA- FAMILYORGANI- ENROLL- STAFF ATTEN-
DEGREE VAN- TION OF INCOMETEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.

2ATION. RENT RATIO DANCE
OR ABOVE TAGED MOTHER (A)

SCHOOL NAME fI) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12)

WOODMOOR K-6 576 22.7 95.7 23.4 2.0 7.7 23.5 37.0 12.3w 13610.0

,DEER PARK 6-9 1150 , 17.Z 93.3 63.9 3.0 8.3 20.3 44.5 5.5 12.2 13371.0

LANSDOWNE MIDDLE 6-9 1056 16.5 95.2 60.0 4.0 6.8 17.3 26.6 '7.1 10.1 9770.0

SbDBROOK 6-0' 1163 16.4' 91.1 6f.9 3.0 9.9- 26.3 30.3 1.4 12.3 13969.0

ARBUTUS JR HIGH 7-9 960 15:6 94.5 59.6 2.0 9.9 22.3 39.9 3.8 '11.2 11546;0

CATONSVILLE JR HI 7 -9, 1321 18.2 92.0 70.5 2.0 8.4 25.0 35.9 4.4 12.1 12622.0

COCKEYSVILLE JR HI 7-10 1567 17,7 95.9- 85.4 3.0 7.9 18.8 37.3 4.3 12.4 14537.0

`DEEP CREEK JR SR 7-10 1522 18.9 91.9 76.5 4.0 8.1 17.6 28.6 5.4 10.7 9944.0

DUMBARTON JR HIGH 7-9 1211 19.2 95.8 60.0 3.0 8.4 19.0 38.i 05.2 12.5 13992.0

DUNDALK JR' HIGH 7-9, 982 1104( 93.5 67.5 3.0 8.6 *18.0 25.5 10.8 10241.0

FRANKLIN JR HIGH 7-9 1240 18.5 94.6 64.2 3.0 9.7 23.3 37.2 4.8 0 12.2 11794.0

GEN J STRICKER JR 7-9 1561 14.6 94.0 91.0 3.0 7.4 16.4 24.5 7.5 10.3 10601.0

GOLDEN RING JR HI 7-9 1419 17.3 95.3 ' 79.0 3.0 8.8 18.0 32.9 '3.2 11.0 11748.0

HEREFORD JR SR HI 7-12 1554 .17.1 94.5 87.0 4.0 11.7 22.9 51.6 8.5 11.6 11134.0

HOLABIRD JR HI 7-9 1345 18.2 94.1 72.0 2.0 7.3 20.5 25.7 3.0 9.9 11028.0

,

....
JOHNNYCAKE JR HIGH 7-0 1288 16.7 95.8 73.0 4.0 10.1 22.5 41.5 2.7 12.2 12363.0

LANSDOWNE SR HIGH 9-12 2044 18.1 91.1 . 110.0 2.8 10.2 16.3 1.2.2 6,6 10.6 10584.0

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITIMPOF TERMS.

6
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'(W00DMOOR'- LANSDOWNE SR)

BALTIMORE COUNTy
SCHOOL SYSTEM,

TABLE 4, RELATION OF. ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY'SKILL

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLED*

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

scrioni. NAME SRAUE AVERAGE AVERAGL

SAS GE

MARY-
LAN1D
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
Eva

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

, GE ,

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

E GF
<

.

MARY-
LAND
NORM

OTFFER-
'ENCE

90oomo0m 3 100.4 3.60 3.61 -.01 3.60 3.65 -.05 4.10 3.99 4.11 3.80 .67
573

+.13

5 103.2 5.40 5.51 -.11 5.30 5.54 -.24 5.70 5,69 +.01 5.70 -.03

[MLR PARK 7 106.4 7.90 7.53 +.37, 7.60 7.51 +.09 80 7.53 +.47 8.00 7 76 +.24

9 106.3 9.30 9.11 +.19 9.10 8.95 +.15 9.10 8.95 +.15 9.41 9 19 +.21
4

LAnSOOwNE 101XL 7 98.2 6.40 6.65 -.25 6.70 6.72 -.02 6.70 6.85 -.15 6,90 .11 -.21

11,

SUEAROoK 7 106.0 7.70, 7.50 +.20 7.50 7.48 +.02 7.09, 7.52 +.38 8.30 7.73 4.57

9 106,1 9.30, 9.13 +.17 9.00 8.94 +.06 9.10 8.96 +.34 9.50' , 9.18 +.32

I

. ,

..

AKJUTUS JR HIGH 7 103.2 7.30 7.18 +.12 '7.30 7.20 +.15 7.20 7.26 -.06 7.60 .7.91 +09

9 101.1 8.70 5.49 +.21 5.80 8.36 .1.444 5.60 8.45 +.15 8.50 :8.65 4.15

.
.

CATONSVILLL JR HI. 7 104.2 7,50 7.28 +.22 7.50 7.28 +.22 7.60 7.33 +.27 8.Q0 7.54 +.46

9 103.2 8.7q' 8.77 -.07 8.60 8.58 +.02 8.60 8.65 -.05 9.00 8.85 4.15

COLKEYSVILLE Jk H 7 107.8 7.90 7/1 +.19 7.80 7.67 +.13 700 7.70 +.2n 8.30 7.93 +.37

9 108.6 9.50 9.42 +.08 9.40 9.24 +.16 9.10 9.22 -.12 9.50 9.47 +.03

DCLP CREEK JR SR 7 97.0 6.40 6.51 -.11 6.50 6.58 -.08 6.40 6.72 -.32 6 0 6.93 -.13

9 100.1 8.40 8.30 +.10 8.20 8.23 -.03 500 8.30 -.30 8.40 5.52 -.12

r

1 .

.

DUMBARTON JR HIGH 7 108.9 8.00 7.79 +.21 7.90 7.75 +.15 8.10 7.74 +.36 8.30 7.95 +.32

9 108.9 9.70 9.40 +.30 9.30 9.24 +.06 9.30 9.19 +.11 9;30 9.46 -.16

ouNomLw JR HIGH 7 100.1 6.80 6.83 -.03 6.90 6.89 +.01 7.10 6.98 +.12 7.40 7.22 +.18

9 99.4 8.30 8.25 ..05 5.10 8.15 -.05 8.10 8.25 +.05 8.50 8.45 +.05

FRANKLIN JR HIGH 7 102.5 7.20 7.07 +.13 7.20 7.09 +.11 7.40 7.14 +.26, 7.60 7.32 +.28

9 102.7 9.10 A.68 +.42 8.90 8.49 +.41 8.70 R.55 4..15' 9.00 575 +.25

GEN J STRICKER JR '7 99.3 6.50 6.79 .29 6.60 6.84 -.24 6.00 6.97 -.07 7.10 7.22 -.12

9 101.3 8.30 5.44 -.14 5.20 8.41 , -.21 8.30 8.46 -.16 8.60 8.69 -.09

GOLDEN KIN. JR HI 7 104.6 7.40 7.34 +.06 7.40 7.35 +.05 7.40 7.40 +.00 8.10 7.69 +.41

9 104.0 8,70 8.77 5.70 8.71 -.QI 7.60 8.72 -.12 9.30 8.97 +.33

0

HEREFORD 4;t SR HI 7

9
ru0.7
99.8

7.10
0.90

6.59
8.36

+.21
+.54

7.20
5.80

6.93 .
8.17

+.27
+.63

7.40
5.60

7.01
8.29

+.39
+.31

7.70
9.00

7.20
8.47

+.60
+53

HOLABIRD JR HIGH 7 101.7 6.70 7.07 -.37 6,80 7.10 -.30 6.9d 7.21 -.31 7.30 7.53 -.23

9 101.6 8.20 5.48 -.25 5.20 8.49 -.29 5.10 8.53 -.43 8.50 8.79 +.03

JOHNNYCAKt. JR HIGH 7 105.6 7.50 7.41 4,08 7.40 7.41 -.01 700 7.43 +.27 8.10 7.65 +.45

9 105.0 9.20 5.93 +.27 '9.10 8.77 +.33 9.00 5.78 +.22 9.40 9.02 +.38

LANSUOwNL 5R HIGH 9 100.6 8.20 1.38 -.11 7.90 R.31 -.41 5.00 8.38. -.35 8.40 5.60 -.20

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FDR DERINITIDNS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION DF ASTERISK (4)

ACCOMPANYING ',DIFFERENCE. SCORES.'
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(WOODMOOR - LANSDOWNE SR)

TABLE ;RELATrON OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILLAREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND 'SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED4\

BALTIMORE LOUNTY
'SCHOOL SYSTEM

SKILL AREAS'
:

. -
VOCABULARY REAOINR COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL .MATHEMATICAL TOTAL..

.-,;,

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE ;MARY- inFrPn- AVERAGE MARY.. DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DTFFER.LAND 1,10E LANG ENCE LAND ENCE LAND ENCESAS GE iNORM GE NORM - . GE NORM GE NORM1000MOOR 3 100.8 : 3.60
6 A03.2 .5.40

DEER PARK 7 :106.4 07.90
9 404.3 9.30

LANSUOwNE MIODLE - 7 ! 98.2 6:40

SUJBROOK 7 106.0 7.70
9 106,1 9.30

:
ARBUTUS JR HI0H 7 103.2.,, 7.30

9- 101.1 8.70

CATONSVILLE JR HI 7 104.2 7.50
9 103.2 8.70

N,Nir

COCKEYRVIELC Jh HI 7 107.8 7.90

OLCP CREEK JR SR 7 97.0 6.40.y
9 100.1 8.40-

JEKBARTON .11 HIGH '7 108.9 8.00
.9 104,9 9.70

t
INNOALA JR HIGH 7 100.1 6.80 '7)

9 99.4 8.30

FRANKLIN JR HIGH 7 102.5 7.20
V 102.7 9.10

GEN J STRICKER JR 7 99,3 6.50
9 101.3 8.30

COLDER RING JR HI 7 104.6 7.40
9 104.0 8.70

HERLFORO JR 5M HI 7 100:7 7.10
9 990 8.90

.

HOLAOIRD JR HIGH 7 101.7 6.70
9 1111.6 8.20

JOHNNYCAKE JR HIGH 7 105.4 7.50
9 105.0 9.20

LANSOURNE SR HIGH 9 100.6 8.20

3.57 +43 3.60 _ 3.63 -.03 4.10 3.97, +.13 3.00 3.65 4.158.44 ..04 5.30 .' 5.50 .-.20 5.70 5.66 +.04 5,70 5.70 +.00

7.52 +.34 7.60 7.50 4.10 4.00 7.52 +.48 ir.00 7.74 +.269.08 ,..22 9.10 '8.94 +.16 9.10 8.93 +.17 9.40 9.18 N4.22

4/46.62 , -.22 :6.70 6.68 +.02 6.70 ,a.so -.10 6.90 6.98 -.08'

7.47 +.23 7.50 7.46 4,04 -7.80 7.49 +.41 6,30 7.71 +.590.06 +.24 9.00 8.92 4.08 9.30 8.91 , +.39 9.50 9.16 +.36
-

\7.17 +.15 7.30 7.18 +.12 7.20 7.24 -.04 7.60 7.45 -4.158.49 ..21 8.80 8.33 +.47. 8.60 8.42 ..18 8.80 8.6( +.19
o

7.28 +.22 7.50 7.28 ' +.22 7.60 7.33 +.27 8.00 7.54 +.468.73 .0113 8.60 8.58 +.02 8.60 4.63 -.03 9.00 4.44, +.16
ft,

9 104.6 4.50 9.35 +05 9.40
7.84 +.16 7.00
9.21 +.19 9.10 1.g 9.L.4

7.67 4.23 7.80
7.47 +.43
9.43 +.07

6.49 -.00 6.50 6.56 -.06 6.40 6.69 -.20 6.800
0.32 -.32 8.40 8.51 ::772

47 +.03 8.20 4.21 -.01 8.00

l

7.79 ..21 7.90 7.75 +.15 4.14 7.74 +.36 8.30 7t98 4.329.34 .32 9.30 9.25 ' +.05 9.30 9.19 '4.11 9.30 9.46 -.16
a

6.83 .4.03 6.90
6.96 +.14 7.40

Ti:4(3' :::/
8.29 .....01 .8.10

b.87 4.03 7.16
8.13' -.03 8.30 8.25 4.05 8.50

7.09 4.11 7.20 7.11 7:40 7.0 4.22 7.60 7.38 +.224,67 +.43 8.90 4.52 +.38, 8.70 8.58 +.12 9.00 8.79 '4..21

-6.74 ..24 6.60 6.79 -.19 6.00 6(89 +.01 7.10 7.08 4.028'.51 -.21 8.20 8.35 -.15 8.30 8.44 -.14 8.60 8.64 -.04

7.32 +.08 7.40 ' 7.32 +.08 7.40
7158 4.528.82 -.12 8.70 7.36

::ii
8.108:67 +.03 7.60 9.30 8.93 4.37

6.89 +.21 7.20 6.93 +.27 7.40 7.02 +.38 7.70 7.21 +.494.34 t,sa 8.80 8.18 +.62 4.60 8.29 +.31 9.00 8.47 +.53

7.00 -.30 6.80 7.03 -.23 6.90 7.10 ' -.28 7.30 7.31 -.01
A.55 -.35 nao 0.39 -.19 8.10 8.47 -.37 8.40 4.67 +.13

7.43 +.07 7.40 7.42 -.02 7.70 7.45 +.24 8.10 7.67 +.434.94 +.26 9.10 4.79 +.31 900 8.80 +.20 9.40 /.04 +.36

0.43 -.23 7.90 8.27 -.37 4.00 8.37 -.37 8.40 8.56 -.16

f

1. SEE CHAPTER 4. SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED,AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK '011ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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LOCH., JR - WOODIvAWN JR )

f,

TABLE 3. ,SCHOOL LEVEL COMMUNITY, AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCESPROFILE*

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
PERCENT

PERCENT
PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN

TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS -STAFFGRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S DISAD- EDUCkr FAMILY
. i ORGANI- ENROLL- STAFF ATTEN-

DEGREE VAN- TION bF INCOMETEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.
IATION RENT RATIO DANCE

OR ABOVE TAGED MOTHER (8)
SCHOOL NAME

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) f7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12)

LOCH 'RAVEN JR HI 1209 16.4 96.0 70.8 3.0 10.0, 25.1 45.8 4.4 12.2 11599.0

LOCH RAVEN SR
ti

9-12 1681 19.0 95.7 155.4 3.0 9.9 19.9 17.7 3.2 12.3 13596.0
MIDDLE RIVER JR HI 7-9 1468 18.8 93.3 73.9 4.0 8.15 20.5 35.9.1' 6.7 10.7 10507.0

NORTH POINT- JRKI - 7-9 -1235 '17.'6 92.8 66.0 4.0 6.1 19.6 24.3 3.4 11.3 11006.0

7.-
OLD COURT JR SR 7-9 1152 15.4 91.4 72.0 3.0 49.3 16.3 42.7 2.6 12.3 13853.0

PARKVILLE JR HIGH , 7-.9 1514. 18.8 96.0 78.5 2.0 10.5. ;3.2 36.0 3.8 11.8 11796.0

PERRY HALL JR HIGH 7-9 1364. 18.5 96.5 70.5 3.0 10.0, 15.3 35.4 2.5 12.0 12774.0..

. .

PIKESVILLE JR HI 7..-9 1253 16.7 87.3 74.0 1.0 8.2 27.0 40.0 2.3 12.5 18643.0.

9
' i

RIDGELY JR HIGH 7-9 14p 16.7 96.7 78.0 '3.0 10.2 22.3 44.4 2.3 12.6 16738.0

SPARROWS POINT SR 9-12 1361 15.9 90.9 82.8 3.0 8.9 17.4 ,37.3 9.1 10.0 10488.0

STEMMERS RUN JR 7-9 1629 18.1 94.3 87.6 2.0 8.3 19.9 27.8 , 5.5 10.7 10106.0

TOWSONTOWN JR HI 7-9 1151 17.5 96.4 62.6 3.0 11.9 21.0 47.1 2.7 12.7 17016.0

WOODLAWN JR HI 7-9 1221 17.1 93.0 69.5° 2.0 8.7 21.5 33.6 3.1 12.3 12726.0

SEE.APPENDiX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.
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(LOCH RAVEN JR - WOODLAWN JR)

BALTIMORE COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS, WITH NANVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY'

CONTROLLED*

VOCABULARY

SKILL AREAS

READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGL

45A5 GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

MARY..

LAND
NORM

DIFFER.. AVERAGE
ENCE

, GE

.

MARY..

LANG
NORM

DIFFER..
ENCE

.

LOCH RAVEN JR HI 7 106.5 7.70 7.48 +.22 7.60 7.48 +.12 7.90 7.46 +.44 8.20 7.89 +.51

9 103.8 9.10 8.77 +.33 8.90 8.61' +.29 9.00 8.64 +.36 9.40 8.86 +.54

1.061 HAVEN 5R 9 104.9 9.40 8.99 +.41 9.10 " 8.79 +.31 9.10 8.84 +.46 9.50 "' 9.05 +.45

MIDDLE RIVLR JR HI 7 99.4 6.60 608 .18 6.60 '6.83 -.23 6.60 6.94 -.34 7.00 7.18. .1
9 97,8 8.00 8.11 .11 7.90 7.98 -.08 7.60 8+13 8.20 8.30

4

NORTH POINTPOINT JR HI 7 102.0 6.76 7.03 -.33 , 6+90 7.107 _...17 . 7.20 7.14 +.06 7.30 . 7.37 +.13

9 101.2 8.20 8.47 -.27 8.20 8.35 +.15 8.50 -.12 8.80 8.63 +.17'

OLO COURT JR Sh 7
9

109.6
105.6

8.20.
9.30

. 7.87
9.08

+.33
+.22

'7.90
9.00

7.82
8.87

+.08
+.13

8.40
9.10

7.81
8.91

+.50
+.30

8.30
9.50

8.06
9.13

+.24
+.37

PARKVILLE JR HIGH 7 103.5 7.50 7.19 +.31 7.50 7.21 +.29 7.60 7.26 +.34 7.80 7.48 +.32

9 104.1 9.00 8.80 +.20 0.90 8.68 +.22 8.70 8.69 +.01 9.10 8.93 +.17

L.>

PERRY HALL JR HIGH 7 107.1 7.70 7.59 +.I1 7.60 7.57 +.03 7.60 7.58 +.22 8.10 7.83 +.27

9 107.3 9.30 9.17 +.13 9.20 9.06 +.14 8.90 9.01 -.11 9.40 9.28 +.12

PIKESVILLE JR HI 7 107.4 8.20 7.80 +.40 7.90 7.72 +.18 8.10 7.83 +.47 8.60 '8.05 +.55

9 106.7 9.80 9.45 +.35 .9.50 9.13 +.37 9.60 9.27 +.33 10.10 9.42 +.68-

RIOGELY Jk HI6H 109.1 eon 7.91 +.39 8.10 7.83 +.27 8.10 7.88 +.42 8.60 8.11 +.49

9 110.9 9.90 n.74 +.16 9.70 9.55 +.15 9.60 9.52 +.08 10.00 9.77 +.23

SMARROwS POINT SR 9 98.7 7.90 .4.I8 -.28 7,80 8.12 -.32 7.70, 8.24 -.54 8.00 8.44 -.44

STIRRERS HJN JH 7 99.8 6.50 6.80 -.30 6.70 6.86 ...16 6.P0 6.96 -.16 7.10 7.20 -.10

9 103.4 8.40 8.61 -.21 8.40 8.61 -.21 8.20' 0.59 +.39 8.90 4.86 +.04

TOwSONTOWN JR HI 7 108.8 8.40 7.88 +.52 8.10 7.81 +.29 01.0 7.86 +.64 13.50 8.08 +.42

9 106.9 9.70 9.19 +.31 9.40 9.09 +.31 9.n0 9.19 +.71 9.80 9.36 +.44

MOODLA4N JH HI 7 100.9 7.10 6.93 +,17 6.90 6.95 -.05 7.40 7.05 +.35 7.30 7.20 .10

9 101.6 8.90 0.63 +.27 8.60 8.38 +.22 8.70 8.51 +.19 8.60 4.67 -.07

SEE CHAPTER 4. SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 100

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.



(LOCH RAVEN Sk WOODLAWN JR)

TABLE 5. RELATION OF, ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS: WITH, NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*

BALTIMORE COUNTY
SC1100I. SYSTEM

SCHOOL NAME

VOCABULARY

GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY-
LANO

sAG GE NORM,

OIFFFR
E..CE

LOCH RAVEN JR HI 7 106.5 7.70 7.53 +.17
9 103.8 9.10 8.80 +.30

LOCH HAVEN SR 9 104;9. 9.40 9.92 +.48

mluDLL RIVER JR HI 7 99.4 6.60 6.75 -.15
9 97.8 8.00 4.11 -.11

NONTH POINT JR HI 7 102.0 6.70 7.04 .34
9 101.2 8.20 8.50 -,30

OLU COURT JR SH 7 109.6. 8.20 7 .03
9 105.6 9.30 9, +.30

PARKVILLK JR HIGH 7 103.5 7.50 7.20 .30
9 104.1 9.00 4.43 +.17

PERRY HALL JR HIGH 7 107.1 7.70 7.60 4.10
9 107.3 9.30 9.20 +.10

PIKES4ILLE JR HI 7 107.4 8.20 7.63 +.57
9 106.7 9.80 9.13 +.67

FiluGELY JR HIGH 7 109.1 8.30 7.82 +.44
9 110.9 9.90 9.61 +.29

SPARR0d5 PANT SR 9 ,98.7 7.90 8.21 -.31

51cMmER5 RUN J17, 7 99.8 6.50 6.79 -..29
9 103.4 8.40 8.75 -.35

TOWSOWTO*N JR HI
7 100.8 8.40 7.78 +.62
9 106.9 9.70 9.15 4,55

40004-4wW.Im HI 7 100.9 7.10 6.91 4.19
9 101.6 8.90 4.55' +.35

SKILL AREAS'

REAOING OMPREHENS/ON LANGUAGF TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL.

MARY... OIfFER- AVERAGE MARY-
LANG EgCE
ORM

7.60 7.51 +.09 7.00 7.53
8.90 8.65 +.25 9.00 8.69

9.10 8.78 +.32 9.30 8.79

4.60 6.80 -.20 6.60 6.90
7.90 7.94 -.04 7.60 '' A.09

6.90 7.13
8.20

7.06 -.16 7.20
8.34 .".14 4.10 8.43

7.90 7.82 +.04 8..40 ' 7.80
9.00 8.86 +.14 9.10 8.86

7.50 7.21 +.29 7.60 7.26
8.90 8.68 +.22 8.70 8.71

7.60 7.57 +.03 7.40 7.44
9.20 9.06 +.14 8.40 9.03

7.90 7.60 +.30 8.30 7.61
9.40 8.99 +.51 .0.60 8.97

8.10 7.77 +.33 4.10 7166
9.70 9.44 +.22 9.60 9.39

f
f

7.40 4.04 -.25 7..70 0.18

6.70 6.84 ".14.-.k. 6.40 6.94
8.40 4.60 -.20 4.20 8.65

8.10 7.74 +.36 0.90, 7.73
0.40 9.01 +.39 9.00' 8.99

6.90 6.95 -.05 7.40 7,03
4.60 8.39 +.21 0.70 8.47

t SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (PiACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

OIFFFR-.AVERAGE MARY-
ENCE 'LANO

GE NORM

+.37 8.20 7.75
4.31 9.40 8.91

DIFFER."
ERCE

+.44
+.49

+.51 9.5P 9.03 +.47
0 .

-.30 7.00 709' -.09
-.49 8.20 , 8.26 "..06

.

+.07 7.50 7.34 +.16
-.13 8.80 4.63 +.17

+.6n 8.30 8.04 +.26
+.44 9.50 9.10 +.40

+.34 7.80 7.47 +.33
-01 9.10 8.94 +.16

+.22 8.10 7.81 +.29
-.13 9.40 9.29 +.11

7.44 +.76
:1; 4:tg 9.22 +.88

+.44 8.60 8.00 4.60
+.21 1000 9.68 +.32

,

".44 8.0n 8.35 -.35

-.14 7.10 7.13 -.03
-.45 8.00 4.46 +.04

+.77 0.50 7.97 +.43
+.91 9.00 9.24 +.56

+.37 2.10 7.23 +.07
+.23 8.60 4.67 -.07



LOCAL SCHOOL SYSTEM LEVEL--ACCOUNTABILITY ASSESSMENT INFORMATION

4.5 CALVERT COUNTY

Schbol System Goals and Objectives

A. Goal Setting Activities at the School System and

Individual gc5bol Levels. Goal setting activities reflecting a

management by objectives structure occur at the school system

level and at the individual school levels

School System - For the school year, each central

office department (administration-pupil services- instruction)

prepares a summary of major goals and objectives that will receive

significarit...4ocus. In addition, related activities and proposed

target dates are organized into one overall master plan for the

total school system. Incorporated into this master plan are

the significapt goals and objectives prepared by the individual

schools, relevant to the system goals and objectives. The

primary emphasis in the Master plan is directly related to the

defined instructional and pupil services needs of the students

in the Calvert County School System.

The superintendent of schools conducts an annual

evaluation conference with each central office Oepartment head.

Progress toward meeting the goals and objectives is reviewed

with tentative guidelines proposed for the forthcoming school

year.
r-,

I
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Activities related to the implementation of theMaryland Accountability Assessment Program included the followingduring the1973-74 school year:

A system-wide accountability coordinator and taskforce were appointed;

Intensive orientation programs were initiatedinvolving the central office staff, the countytask force, school-board adMinistrators, andschool faculties.

Proposed county goals in reading, writing, and_arithmetic were'developed by the county account-ability task force.

The Board of Education approved the county goalsand submitted them to the Maryland State Depart-ment of Education.

Other recent significant goal setting activities includedthe following:

The development of educational program specificationsfor elementary, middle, and senior high schools.
Parents, students, and professional staffs ware involvedintensively in the activities related to the'development.of theeducatiohal program specifications.

Individual Schools - School principals with staffinvolvement prepare annual goals and objectives consistent withthe management by objectives structure. Pertinent componentsof the report are incorporated into the county master plan asthey relate to the system-wide goals and objectiyes: The school'principals have individual'evaluative conferences with thesuperintendent and the assistant superintendent. The conferencesfocus upon the schools) progress toward meeting the county goalsand objectives as well as the goals and objectives specificallyunique to the individual, schools.

The proposed school management by objectives is reviewedd revised as necessary for the forthcoming school year.
B. School System Goals and Goals for "Typical" Elementaryand "Typical" Secondary Sdhools. Listed below are the system-wide accountability goals in the areas of reading, writing, andArithmetic that were developed during the' 1973-74 school year.

In Reading, each Calvert County student commensuratewith hisfabilittyy'and other individual differences upon the
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completion of the secondary school program will:

1.A. Identify his own purposes for reading.

1.B. Seleci material appropriate to his purpose."

1.C. Identify and locate resources.

2.A.' Develop and use a strategy for decoding words which

may include a sight vocabulary, pictures, context

clues, phonics, structural analysis and authority

clues.

2.B. Determine the appropriate meaning of a word.

3.A. Comprehend the literal meaning of material read.

3.B. Read critically

a.' Interpret the author's purpose
'b. Identify patterns of though (e.g. style, time,

Mood, sequence)
Analyze materials for the purpose of making

decisions
C.

3.C. Rdad creatively

a. Associate and internalize reading materials
in order to relate to previous experiences

b. Associate and internalize reading materials
in order to relate to new experiences

4.A. Read and interpret directioni;-

4.B. Interptet non-print materials.

4.C. Read and interpret forms.

4.D. Locate and utilize information.

4.E. Read and interpret survival materials.

4.F. Attain personal development.

5.A. Have a positive attitude toward reading.
4

5.B. Have a desire to read.

5.C. Enjoy reading.

5.D. Develop the habit of reading.

1-; 9
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In writing, each student commensurate with his abilityupon completion of the elementary-secondary writing program will:

1.A., Communicate his ideas and feelings employing
acceptable conventions of writing.

1.B. Record his thoughts and feelings employing accep-table conventions of writing.

2.A. Utilize acceptable conventions of writing in
response to social demands and obligations.

2.B. Utilize acceptable conventions of writing in
response to business demands and obligations.

2.C. Utilize acceptable conventions of writing inresponse to vocational demands and obligations.

3.A. Demonstrate the necessity of writing for avariety of personal and social needs.

3.B. Show evidence of satisfaction from his writing.

In Mathematics, each student upon completion of hiselementary-secondary school mathematics program should bebable

1.A. Recall and/or recognize mathematical definitionsand facts.

1.B."Interpret mathematical symbols.

2.A. Perform the basic operations.

2.B. Solve simple equations and inequalitieS.

2.C. Collect and/or read data represented by graphs,tables, and charts.

2.D. Measure, using standard nd non-standard units.

3.A. Understand and use number concepts.

3.B. Understand the concept of measurement.

3.C. Understand basic geometric concepts:

3.D. Understand the mathematical concepts and processesby translating:

(1) verbal to mathematical__
(2) mathematical to verbal'

Rob



(3) mathematical to mathematical

(4) mathematical to physiCal

(5) physical to mathematical
.(6) verbal to verbal

4.A. Develop a logical sequence for the solution of

problems.

4.8. ,Identify and analyze techniques required for the

solution of problems.

. 5. Recognize the existence of a problem, state the

problem, formulate a hypothesis, and determine

if the problem has a unique solution.

6.A. Recognize and appreciates the contribution that

mathematics is making in the lives of people.

6.B. Understand the use of mathematics as a tool in

relation to the technological world.

6.C. Participate in the study of mathematics for

enjoyment and enrichment.

C. Comments on the Results of the Accountability Assessment

Program For Your System. The'assessment data indicate that the

Students have maintained a consistent pattern over a period of

years in achievement and mental ability. No signifiCant changes

were revealed except in some skill areas in one elementary school

where the asterisk was denoted. The rationale regarding these

asterisks will bd outlined later in the section.

)

The achievement areas when compared to the Maryland

Norms appear to be consistent in the grades tested. The third

graders do relatively well in all areas when compared to other

grades. Overall,,when compared with other schools in the State

similiar to Calvert .County schools, the results in the areas of.

vocabulary, reading comprehension, language and math totals do

I.) not reveal an significant minus (7) differences.

Calvert County, however, needs to look especially close

at the problem areas within all of, the measured skill areas where

third are minus differences. A systematic effort will be made

to eliminate these problems identified.

Rationale regarding the significant plus (+) difference

in one elementary school as indicated by the asterisk (*): Upon

conferring with the principal and staff of the elementary school

cited heie, the following rationale was given regarding what may

have influenced the plus difference:

1
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An ongoing and,intensiveall-school assessmentprogram developed over the past several years which
focused on pupil dialgnosissof strengths and weakneses.This process led to needed curriculum revisions andother program changes:

Development of a pilot diagnostic-prescriptive
program.,of.focusing upon improvement of pupil
performance.

The exceptional overall staff commitment and aciMinis-trative leadership toward various program improvements.

The staff stability in terms of minimal staff turn-over over several years. This insured program
continuity.

Stability of student body. fihe third, graders tested,entering the school as first graders, were the only'istudents\in this school that have maintained theirtotal education experience in this new school whichfocuses upon an individualized prograM in an open-spaced environment.

D.- Progress of Schools Toward System and/or School GoalsNot Covered by State Assessment Instruments; Most schools havebeen focusing on the low performance areas. They are currentlyinvestigating various types of programs and methods of instructionthat would be necessary to improve performance. A review of thecurriculum and program offerings was begun last year. Several typesof inservice programs were instituted and are being evaluated by theparticipants.

Program revisions have been made as a result of testdata analysis in the areas of special education and other areas.A series of inservice sessions were held with principals, counselorsand-key teachers on the testing program and its significance toinstructional program.

Pilot programs in early cldhood, and career educationhave been instituted.

New programs have been developed and current programsimproved in the area of vocational education, including home economicsand industrial arts. The music and art programs have been givenmore emphasis through the incorporation of a county-wide curriculumdevelopment committee in the two areas. The reading program hasincorporated other significant components including ,a pilot programin functional reading to highlight its importance in the ongoing,school program ii the secondary schools.
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Two secondary schools'are now involved in the Middle States

Evaluation proceedings. Their focus will be on program revisions

as they relate to pupil needs.

A new pupil services/instruction project sponsored by the

State DepartmAt of tkdkication and our local school system has been

started in a secondary, middle school and vocational-technical

school. The focus is upon the student outcomes.

The identification af two new Title I, ESEA project schools

has created a new focus in these schools on the needs of students in

the primary grades. .

The expansion of the sthool construction program which

reflects considerable utilization of flexible and open spaces has,

required individual school staffs to become involved in intensive

inservice programs related to the need for a different look at

staff utilization and individualization of instruction.

All schools are in the process of wrirting school objectives

reflecting their own needs which will provide a basis for future

evaluation of program as it relates to pupil performance.

Other long-range measures of school system accomplishments

which will be focused upon other than test ,scores will be retention-

'rate profiles, feedback from high school graduates regarding the

educational program, the per cent of graduates who enter post high

school programs, and an account of the types of occupations in-.

which graduates engage.

E. Unmet, Needs for Resources to Permit Improvement of Programs

and Services. Continued improvement of program and services will

require the following inputs if individualization of instruction

and efforts to meet the special needs of the students in Calvert

Colinty are to be enhanced:.

Lower classroom teacher-pdpil ratio

Utilization-of additional teacher/instructional aides

Expansion of psychological, speech, hearing, health
and other related pupil services

Extension of instructional services to handicapped

children

Availability of professional services such as helping

teachers and instructional diagnosticiana

1;3
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CALVERT COUNTY

TABLE I. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE*

A. COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS

(1)

TOTAL
POPULATION

' (21

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME

(3)

PERCENT
DISADVANTAGED -.

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
20,682 18,741 34.6

(4)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
MALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

(51

°EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
FEMALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

Ar-b,

10.1
10.9

11. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS
(AS OFtSEPTEMBER. 1973)

Ry
(61

. TOTAL
SCHOOL

ENROLLMENT

(71

AVERAGE
TEACHER
SALARY

181

AVERAGE
ADMINISTRATOR

SALARY

(9)

AVERAGE
YEARS

TEACHING
EXPERIENCE

G101

AVERAGE
oYEARS

ADMINISTRATOR
EXPERIENCE

I
6.530 110,028 116.913 6.8 17.6

1 IC

(11)

PERCENT STAFF
MASTERS DEGREES

OR ABOVE

(12)

SCHOOL LEVEL'
PUPIL/STAFF

RATIO

(13)

PERCENT
AVG. DAILY
ATTENDANCE

0

19.4

C. 'FINANCIAL, CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-1973 SCHOOL YEAR)

(141

'TOTAL
PER PUPIL
COST

(15)

PER PUPIL'
INSTRUCTIONAL

COSTS

(16)

PERCENT
, EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO
INSTRUCTION

(17)

PER PUPIL
ADMINISTRATIVE
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

COSTS
$1,024.62 1717.20 70.2 133.23

(18)

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

ADMINISTRATION
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

119)

PER PUPIL
PUPIL PERSON-
NEL SERVICES

COSTS

(201

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

,PUPIL PERSONNEL
SERVICES

_

3.2 110.66 1.0

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE.



CALVERT COUNTY

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE)

AND, ireADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT
BY SKILL AREAS X, . 1

B

SKILL
AREAS

(1)

'GRADE.

... (2)

.

DENTS
OF

NROLLED*

(3/

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED**

(4)

NUMBER OF
SCHOOL
TESTED

(5)

AVERAGE.
STANDARD

AGE
SCORE
(SAS)t

(6)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(5D)

,,..(:)

AV
GRADE

EWIVALE
RGE)tt

CE DEVIATION'

18)

R,

STANDARD

1SD)

t1I .. 3 494 98.58 6 92.4 14.910 2.94
i

.09

VOCABULARY

.

5 $02

-
'100.00. .5

, .

93.4

.

16.60 4.21

ts

1.49

7 503 93.64 2 90.8 16.20

.,,

5.71 .73

'. 9
.

3
620 .

. 69.35 92.9 15.67 7.14 2.12

(2) 1.1

READING
COMPRE-
HENSION

3 494 98.58 6

11.

92.4 -1P, 14.90: ' 3.04 1.13

5 502 1b0.00 1 ) 5 93.4 / 16.60 4.41 1.46

7 503

,

.6493,.64 2
A

,
90.8 34.20 5.96 1.55

9 620 A9'.35 ' 2 92.9 15.67 7.33 1.88

(3)

SPELLING

11

3 494 98..58 6 92.4
.

14.90 3.38

s

1.36

5 ,4°'502

s .

' 100.0t 5 93.4, 16.60 4.44 1175

r 503 . 91.64 2 90.8 16.20 5.60 / 1.79

9 62p 69..35 2 92.9,
F--

15.67 6.98 2.33

(4)

1...

CAPITAL-
1ZATION

3 494 98.58 92.4 14.90 3%46 1.31

5 502 100.00 5

.

93i4 16.60 - 4.74 , 1.54

7 503 93.64

-

2

,

90.8 16.20 5.86 1.82

9 620 69.35 ' 2 .

,,

. 92.9 15.E7 6.91 2.30

(SI

PUNCTUATION

3 494 98.58" 6 92.4 14.90 3.54

1

1.33

5 502 111,00.00i 5 93.4 16.60 4.77 1.46

7 503 93.64 2 90.8 16.20 5.74 1.81
(

9
.,----

.

620 69.35 2 92.9 15.67 7.05 2.25

* AS OF 9/36/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE.NONGRADED CLASSES.

** NUMBER STUDENTS
TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBE ``ENROLLED

9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.

7t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM
COGNITIVE ABI LIT r ES TEST, NONVERBAL

BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 -
EDITION.

THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3,,5, ..,,
AND 9 ARE 100; NATIONAL SD = 16.

t+ GRADE EQUIVALENCE
(GE) DERIVED FROM

IOWA TESTS OF BASIC
SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 7EDIANDTION-.

.4,
THE
VARMVIEANE

IN
GHTTHE

NATIONAL NORM GROUP 'FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7,
9V SLILY

FOR EACH SKILL UREA.
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'CALVERT COUNTY

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STAN DARD AGE SCORE),
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT(GRADE EQUIVALENCE),

BY SKILL AREAS
,V

teCINT(NUED)

SKILL
AREAS

(1)

GRADE

NUMBER 0
STUDENTS
ENROLLED

(3)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED **

%;(4)

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

5)
AVERAGE
STANDARD

AGE
SCORE
(SAS) t

( I

ST LARD
DE IATION

(SD),(

(7)--'

----NVE42.AVERAGE
' GRADE
EQUIVALENCE

(GE) it

, (8)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)
(6)

LANGUAGE
. USAGE

3 494 95.58 92.4 1 .9Q 3.16 1.29

5 502 100.40 5 93.4 16.6 4.33 1.62

7 503 93.64 ' 2
,p

90.8 5.70 1.84
9 620 69.35 2 92.9 15.67 7.13 2.26

(7)

LANGUAGE
TOTAL

3 494
...

98.58 6 92.4 14.90 3.39 1.16

5 502 100.04 5 93.4 16.60 4.57 1.38

7 503 93.64 2 90.8 16.20 5.72 1.54

9 620 69.35 2 92.9 U 15.67 7.02 2.01
(8)

MATHEMATICAL
CONCEPTS

3 494
.

98.58 6 92.4 14.96 3.07 .96

5
d 502 100.00 4* 5 95.4

, 16.60 4.65 "1.29

7 50g. 93.64 2 90.8 16.20 6.14 1.34
9

"620 69.35 2 92.9 15.67 7.42 1.80-,-..

(9)

MATHEMATICAL
PROBLEMS

3 494 98.58

100.00

6

5

92.4 14.90

.......

3.08 1.04
___-

5 502
93.4

I 16.60 4.69 1.36

°7 503 ' 93.64 2 90.8 16.20 6.03 1.50

620 69.35_ 2 4 92.9 15.67 7.30 1.90

(101

)
MATHEMATICAL

TOTAL

3 494 98.58 6 92., 4 14.90 3.07 .94

'5 502 100.00 5 93.4 16.60 4.67 1.23

7
503 93.64 2 90.8 16.20 6.08 1.29

620 69.35 2 92.9 15.67 7.36 1.72

* AS OF 9/30/73`1 ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NON'GRAT'L 'LASSE7.

** NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.

t STANDARD AGE_SCORE tSAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1971 EDITION.
THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 100; NATIONAL SD = 16.

4. GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SHILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE
,'

MEANS IN THE
NATIONAL NO'R'M GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, Q.4, VARING SLIGHTLY
FOR EACH SKILL AREA.
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,(APPEAL CALIERT SR)

TABLE 3., SCHOOL LEVEL--COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE*

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
PERCENT

PERCENT
PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN

TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS STAFFGRADE' SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERZENCE MASTER'S DISAD- EDUCA- FAMILYORGANI-
ZATION

ENROLL-
RENT

STAFF
RATIO

ATTEN-
DANCE DEGREE

OR ABOVE
VAN-

TAGED
'TION OF
MOTHER

INCOME
($) .

TEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER.
,

ADmrh.SCHOOLNAME (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 46) (7), (8) ' (9) (10) (11) (12)

APPEAL K-5 492 20.0 95.7 22.6 2.0 9.6 11.7 '12.2 22.0 11.0 8408.0

BEACH K-5 519 .20.0 93.5 24.0 2.0 5.0 10.0 7.7 21.6 10.8 8811.0.5

.(-CENTRAL K-5 787 21.0 . 96.1 34.5 3.0 8.6 11.9 8.0 33.2 11.0 A090.0

HUNTINGTOWN K-5 365 22.0 96.a 14.6 2.0 6.9 25.0 0.0
Ak

20. 0 10.9 8940.0

..AISLAND CREEK K-3 197 23.5 95.2 7.4 1.0 5.7 10.0 11.9 23.1 11.0 8432.04MT. HARMONY K-5 708 21.2 '6.3 30.4 3.0 8.9 29.0 18.0 16.7 10.8 8792.04,

CALVERT CO MIDDLE 6-8 720 20.6 92.8 33.0 2.0 .10.7 20.9 22.9 28..1 11.0 8669.0
NORTHERN 6-11 1594 21.3 91.4 70.8 4.0 4.0 16.1 22.7 20.2 10.8 8837.0

CALVERT SENIOR HIGH 9-12 1095 &20.9 89.7 48.5 4.0 11.1 22.9 30.5 29.7 11.0 8669.0

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

,v

O

O

t) t
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(APPEAL CALVERT SR)

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLED*
CAL-VERY COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

SCHOOL NAME

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATIGAL TOTAL

GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY- DIFFFm- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE UARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY.. ,°:ZER-

SAS' GE
c

APPEAL 3 85.4 2.57
5 88,0 4.19

BEACH ' 3 92.2 2.83
5 93.5 4.28

CENTRAL 3 93.9 2.76
5 93.0 4.01

HUNTINGTOWI 3 92.1 3.86
5 99.8 4.71

ISLAND CREEK 3 90.5 2.87

MT HARMONY 3 96.8 2.89
5 94.3 4.23

4

CALVERT CO MIDDLE 7 91.0 5.69

NORTHERN 7 90.7 5.72
9 92.8 7.09

CALVERT SE sION HIGH 9 93.1 7.20

LAND, ENCE
NORM GE_ NORM

LAND ENCE LAND ENCE LAN

GE NOLAN()GE NORM

2.66
4.24

3.45
+.61

3.15
4.59

3.05
5.03

2.95

3.31
4.66

5.83

5.81
7.55

7.57

.
-.00 2.81 2.67 .14 . 3.41 3.07 -.06 2.85 2.86 '-.01

-.05 4.60 4.35 .25 4.48 4.54 -.06 4.76 4.60 .16

-.22 2.89 3.09 -.20 3.10 3.47 -.37 2.92 3.21 . -.29

-.33 4.45 4.71 -.26 4.52 4.92 -.40 4.60 4.98 -.38

-.39 3.00 3.20 -.20 3.20 3.57 -.37 2.84 3.30 ..36

-.58 4.16 4.69 -.53 4.12 4.89 -.57 4.44 4.84 -.S°

+.81 3.61 3.08 4.53 4.49 3.46 41.03 3.62 3.20 .42

-.32 4.53 5.15 -.32 5.44 5.35 +.09 5.R7 5.39 -.12

-.08 2.92 2.98 -.06 3.10 3.37 -.27 3.07 3.120 -.05

-.42 3.04 3.37 -.33
.

3.45 3.74 -.29 3.13 3.44 -.31

-.43 4.42
f

4.77 -.35 4.64 4.98 -.34 4.73 5.03 -.30

-.14 5.87 5.96 -.09 5.84 6.15 -.31 5.95 6.27 -.32

-.48 6.04 5.94 4.10 5.63 6.15 -.52 6.19 6.27 -.08

-.46 1.37 6.08 7.60 -.62 7.28 7.71 -.43

-.37 7.28 7.37 -.09 7.47 7.61 -.54 7.46 7.72 -.26

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FDR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK Obi

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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(APPEAL CALVERT SR)
I .

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS., BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*'

CALVERT COJNTY
SCHOOL SYSIIM

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY REAMING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL .

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGt MARY.. DIFFER.. )1VERAGE MARY.. DIFFER.. AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER. AVERAGE, MARY. DIFFER
LANO VICE ' 4= ENCE LAND ENCESAS GE ,NORM GE

LANG
ENCE GE NORM

O

O"APPEAL 3 85.4 2.57 2.61 2.81 2.63 +415 3.01 3.04 -.03 2.85 2.83 +.025 88.0 4.19 .4.13 +.06 4.60 4.27 +.33 4.48 4.51 4.76 4.57 +09

BEACH 3 92.2 '2.83 3.04 2.89 3.08 - 3.10 3.46 2.92 3.21 -.29b 93.5 4.28 4.61 -.33 4.45 4.71 -.26 4.52 4.93 ..41 4.60 4.98 -.38

MORAL .5 93.9 2.70. 3.15 .09 3.00 3.20 -.20 4.20 3.57 -.37 2.94 3.30 -.36.5 93.0 4.01 4:56 -.55 4.16 4.67 -.51 4.42 4.89 -.57 4.44 4.94 -.50

.3 92.1 3.86 ' 3.04 +.82 14 3.61 3.08 +.53 4.49 1.46 +1.03 14 3.62 3.20 +.424.71 5.15 ..44 4.83 5.22 ....30 5.44 5.40 +.04 5.27 5.45 -.18

ISLAM') CALLA .3 90.5 2.87 2.93 -.06 . 2.92 2.97 -.05 3.10 3.36 -.26 3.07 3.11 ...04

MT HARMONY 3 96.8 2.89 3.34 .018 3.04 3.39 -.35 3.45 3.75 -.30 3.13 3.46 -.335 94.3 s4.23 4.68 .015 4.42 4.78 -.36 4.64 4.99 -.35 4.73 5.04 -.31

o
CALVERT GO MIOULE 7 91.0 5.69 ,b.83 ....14 5.87 5.96 -.09 504 ' 6.16 -.32 5.95 6.31 ..36

NO1THERN 7 90.7 511,2 5.79 .07 6.04 5.93 .11 5.63 6.13 -.50 5.10 6.28 '9. 92.8 7NO9 7.54 -.45 7.37 v 7.35 +.02 6.98 7.60 .62 7.28. 7.71

CALVERT sE.IoR HIGH 9 93.1 7.20 7.87 ..37 7.28 7.39 ..11 7.07 7.63 -.56 7.46 7.75 ...211'

SEE CHAPTER 4. SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (*/
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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LOCAL SCHOOL SYSTEM LEVEL --ACCOUNTABILITY ASSESSMENT INFORMATION'

4.6 CAROLINE COUNTY

School System Goals and Objectives

A. General. It is the understanding of Caroline County
school officials that the Maryland Accountability Law requires
each county system to develop a set of school objectives in the
areas of reading, writing and mathematics toward which the instruc-
tional program will be directed. In order that some device for
measuring growth be used,"it is necessary to use some form of

standardized testing as such a device. During the school year
1973-74 all pupils in grades 3, 5, 7 and 9 were tested both as
to their abilities and as to their achievement in reading, writing
and mathematics.

The results of the tests are to be used as base line
data and do not necessarily reflect the objectives as being set
up under the accountability law. When given again during the
1974-75 school year and in 1975 -76, they should reflect some
evidence as to students' success in accomplishing the stated

objectives.
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B. Goal Setting Activities. The State Department of
Education developed some broad Goals for reading, writing and
mathematics for distribution to local systems. in the Fall of 1973.
Following this, regional workshops were held to give assistance
to local school systems to develop more specific goals consistent
with the State Goals.

''In Caroline County the,superintendent's staff developed
these Local Goals on a tentative basis. They were then sent to
every local school faculty for consideration as to their clarity
of meaning and as to their adaptability for constructing Local
School Qbjectives. The Central Office then edited th Goals interms of the teacher suggestions and sent them to th State
Department of Education. They were approved and ret rned to the
county by August 1974.

4,11

C. Caroline County School System Goals.-. Based upon the
State-wide Goals in Reading, Writing, and Mathematics, adopted by
the Maryland State Board of Education, Caroline County has
developed the following Local System Goals:

In Reading, each student who has completed the elemen-
tary-secondary school reading program of Carolirie County school
system should:

1.A. Be able to establish persondt goals for reading and
to identify and select means and materials for
achievement of these goals.

1.B. Be able to derive meaning and understanding from
reading various types of printed materials such,
as newspapers, periodicals, novels, drama, poetry,
biographies, autobiographies, catalogues, and
bulletins. .

1.C. Be able to derive meaning and understanding from
such nonprint materials as: records, tapes,
filmstr a, films, transparencies, charts and graphs.

2.A. Know and can apply a system by which he can derive
meaning of unfamiliar words.

2.B. Possess that knowledge and those skills required
in order to be able to pronounce words used in
daily living and to identify their appropriate
meanings.

2.C. Possess the ability to determine the meaning of
, words through the utilization of picture skills,
content skills, structural skills, phonic skills,
and authority clues.

j

I
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3.A. Be able to discern the methods used in achieving
the author's purpose (e.g.,, satire, description,
irony, parody, humor).

3.B. Be able to read critically and literally and be
able to raise questions and find suitable answers
distinguishing between objective and subjective
writi g.

3:C. Be able to identify the style and mood of the
author, the time and sequence, cause and effect
relationships of the writing.

4.A. Be able to follow those directions which are essen-
tial to living in a modern society.

4.B. Be able to locate references utilizing either print
or nonprint materials. u.

4.C. Be able to gain that information necessary for

living in society successfully.

4.D. Be able'to understand forms necessary for seeking
jobs, ordering materials, filling out questionnaires,
providing tax information, making reservations.

5.A. Be able to utilize reading as a means of providing
personal satisfaction and improvement.

5.B. Be able to use reading as an important leisure
time activity.

5.C. Be able to recognize the importance of reading in
providing assistance in job improvement And the

quality of living.

In Writing, each student who has completed the elemen-
tary-secondary school writing program of-Caroline County school
system should be able to:

1.A. Record their thoughts and feelings for their
personal use, observing appropriate linguistic
forms, levels of usage and conventions of rhetoric
and mechanics.

1.B. Record thoughts and feelings in order to communicate
them clearly to others, observing appropriate
linguistic form, levels of usage and conventions of
rhetoric and mechanics.

1.C. Write legibly.
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2.A. Write in a given social situation observing an
accepted organization, deVelopment, form and
mechanics of writing.

2.B. Write in a given business;or vocational situation
observing an accepted organization, development,
form and mechanics of writing.

2.C. Write in a,given scholas situation observing an
accepted organization, d velopment, form and
mechanics of writing.

34.A. Acquire attitudes about writing which demonstrate
their understanding of the necessity of writing
for a variety of perso al and social needs.

ft

3.B. Write in response to heir own initiative or at
the requirement of s eone else.

3.C. Demonstrate evidence/ of satisfaction from writing
to the best of their ability.

In Mathematics, each student who has completed the
elementary-secondary seh9pl,matheMatics program of the Caroline
County School System,ShOuld be able to:

`i

1.A. Recall'facts of arithmetic.

1.B. Recall units of/measure.

1.C. Recognize and/4r recall terms and definitions.

1.D. Recognize geo0etric figures.
,

1.E. Recognize mathematical symbols.

2.A. Demonstrate the ability to perform the operations
of addition, subtraction, multiplication and division.

2.B. Demonstrate the ability to use graphs, charts,
tables and measuring instruments:

2.C. Demonstrate the ability to perform algebraic
manipulations.

2.D. Demnstrate he ability to make geometric con-
structions an perform g ometric manipulations.

3.A. Demonstrate an understa ding of the concepts
associated with place v lue, number systems, sets,
whole numberA, fractio , decimals, percent, ratio,
proportion, and measurem nt.

P < i)
t)
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3.B. Demonstrate an understanding of the process and
properties of addition, subtraction, multiplica-
tion and division.

3.C. Demonstrate an understanding of the concepts
associated with the use of graphs, charts, tables,

and measuring instruments.
A

3:D. Demonstrate an understanding of algebraic and
geometric conceptd.

3.E. Demonstrate the ability to make the following types
of translations:

'Verbal to mathematical
Mathematical to verbal
Mathematical to mathematical
Mathematical to physical
Physical to mathematical
Verbal to verbal

4.A. Analyze and select the processes necessary to
determine the solution of a problem.

4.B. Acquire the ability to follow-a logical development
of a solution to a problem.

4.C. Solve and test reasonableness of the result.

4.D. Test accuracy of a solution of the problem.

5.A. Recognize mathematical patterns and relationships.

5.B. Recognize the existence of a problem, state it
formally, list the hypothesis and obtain its
solution.

5.C. Trarisferand use knowledge in new situation.

5.D. Plan for the future using mathematical reasoning
to make decisions.

5.E. Demonstrate the ability to determine the sufficiency
of conditions necessary for proof in problem solving.

6.A. Recognize the contribution that mathematics has
made to the progress of civilization.

6.B. Participate in the learning of mathematics beyond
that which is merely required.

4
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6.C. Demonstrate satisfactions gained through practical
use of mathematics he has learned.'

D. Objective Setting'Activities. Caroline County is asmall area with a total of only nine schools, all of which arevery much alike except for the age of pupils enrolled. In orderto take advantage of the best talent available, it wAs decidedthat representatives from each school at each level--primary,intermediate, middle school and senior high school--be representedon each of the three subject area committees to prepare a sequence'of objectives. These, then, would also be referred to the indi-vidual schools for reactions and edited for acceptance by thetotal county. It would be the prerogative of a school to choosethe method by which its students would attempt to reach theagreed-upon objectives.

The Local School Objectives will be stated in so. far aspossible in terms of expected behaviors of children by,the end ofprimary grades, intermediate grades, middle sc ool and seniorhigh school. 'They should reveal who must reach the objectives,what the desired behavior is, when the evaluation, will be madeand how the evaluation will be made.

Teacher committees will develop these objectives usingmany resources: presently accepted objectives; a catalog of sug-gested objectives by the State Department;'curriculum guides andtextbook teachers' manuals and creativity exhibited by the pro-
fessionals chosen to develop these objectives.

E. Comments on the Accountability Assessment Program Results.The testing, program in Caroline County during the 1973-74, schoolyear was implemented with a minimum of difficulty according tothe plan recommended by the State Accountability Team. The useof the Iowa Tests bf Basic Skills and Cognitive Abilities Test'leaves much to be desired, especially in the broad field ofwriting. The tests are norm-referenced rather than criterion-referenced. As several test companies are working to produce
criterion-referenced tests, it is hoped that after the firstsignificant three-year results are ismputed, this type of test,will be used.

While it is a concern in Caroline County about how ourtest scores compare to State and national norms, we are especially
interested in making the comparison through the use of statistad.caldata that take into account pupil's intelligence as measured bya non-verbal test, and by socio-economic factors which statis-'ticians state have significant influence on pupil achievement inschool. These results indicate that Caroline County studentsin grades 3, 5, 7, and 9 achieved average scores in comparison
to other Maryland students. Of all the areas tested, the lowest°results were evident in the middle school Mathematics Total score

Y. r

41)
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and these were only five months below State norms. In Reading

and Language Arts areas, there were several instances *here

schools scored more than three months higher than the Maryland

norm:

While it may be of some satisfaction to score at or

near the average, it is our goal to raise these ssores, if at all

possible.

F. Program Modification Activities. In the 'curriculum

area of mathematics, Caroline County has for the past six years

Keen implementing a "modern math" program. Recently we,have

acknowledged some. Concerns as to its effectiveness. This program

dealt mote with the "why". of mathematical' functions rather.than

with the "how" of computing what are normally considered skills

in mathematics. We are at present d'onsidering a more individualized

mathematics program using newly published materials whi"ch the'

publishers state.are a move toward better skill-building. -

In the field of language arts, our schools are more and

more including phonics instruction as basis to word attack skills.

New grouping procedures and departmentalization are part of an

attempt to individualize reading instruction on the elementa'ry

level. Diagnostic prescriptive laboratories were recently

installed in two Title I schools.

At the secondary,Jevel there is a specific program
aimed,

at improving interest in reading for fun and information as well'

As developing greater Akins-. The secondary teachers are-attempting

to implement newly revised.curriculuill'guides which plade emphasis .

on reading, language usage and writing skills.

0 During the 1973-74 school year, junior high school

mathematics teachers held meetings to discuss the advent bf Metri-

cation and to evaluate math teaching and related materials. Here

again, attempts are being made to individualize or to regroup

children to teach them the basic skills.

It has been proposed that Caroline teachers consider .

a strong return'to a cycle of teaching which was -- pre -test, teach,

test,'reteach, retest. The "reteach",phase seems:to have been

omitted in many instances. Again individual needs will be a

prime consideration.

As studies of individual test scores reveal strengths

and weaknesses, modification of existing programs will

necessarily follow.

With emphasis in the Accountability, Act on three

curriculum areas, teachers in other disciplines cannot help but

concern themselves with what the next steps shall be. Many

rl
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principals are requiring teachers to adopt an approach throughdeveloping "objectives." Individual superyisors are pushingfor evidence of "aims," "objectives," "summaries," and "evalua-tions" of individual classroom lessons where appropriate. As theState moves ahead in Accountability demands, it should be easierfor Caroline to comply with them.

G. Unmet Needs for Resources to Permit Improvement ofPrograms and services. Caroline County ranks second from thebottom of Maryland counties in assessable wealth, yet it is oneof the'highest in the ratio of students to be educated to the,total population. Its salary scale for professional personnelmakes it difficult to attract outstanding teachers and adminis-'tratOrs toits' system. Nor does this status permit its employ-ment of specialists in such areas as reading, elementary counseling,mathematics and administrative assistants to help implement pro-grams. .Lo, ,improve and enrich the basic curriculum subjects.

Materials in quantities large enough to-reach all studentsand consultants.to assist teachers, in their use is an unmet need'in Caroline County. Funds from Title I affect children in onlytwo elementary schools.. Other schools are so nearly alike thatthey have similar needs for additional adult aides and instruc-tional materials.

So Caroline.County provides this narrative to the firstAccountability Report to the General Assembly. It is our hopethat through projections of.our goals and objectives and throughimproving our program toward mastery of these goals by largeproportions of students, we will certainly lap listed as .a schoolsystem accountable to its students, parents and taxpayers.
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CAROLINE COUNTY

TABLE I. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE*

A. COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS

(1)

TOTAL
POPULATION

(2)

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME

(3)

PERCENT
DISADVANTAGED

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
.

19,701
.

17,430 33.5

(4)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
MALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE Off nLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

(5)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
FEMALES 25 YEAR;
OF AGE OR nLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

9.0 10.5

B. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS, (AS,OF SEPTEMBER, 1973)

(6)

TOTAL
SCHOOL

ENROLLMENT

(7)

AVERAGE
TEACHER
SALARY

(0)

AVERAGE
ADMINISTRATOR

SALARY

(9)

AVERAGE

TEAYEARSCHINTEACHING
EXPERIENCE

(10)

AVERAGE
YEARS

ADMINISTRATOR
EXPERIENCE

5,296 10,303 114,692 0.6 14.4

(11)

PERCENT STAFF
MASTERS DEGREES

OR ABOVE

(12)

SCHOOL LEVEL
PUPIL/STAFF

RATIO

(13)

PERCENT
AVG. DAILY
ATTENDANCE

15.1 ' 10.7 '

L.,
94.0

C. NANCIA CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-1973 SCHOOL YEAR)

(14)

TOTAL
PER PUPIL
COST

. ,

(15)

PER PUPIL
INSTRUCTIONAL

0
COSTS

(16)

PERCENT
EXPENSES

ALLOTTED TO
INSTRUCTION

(17)

PER PUPIL
ADMINISTRATIVE
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

COSTS

1045.96 1606.71 71.0 119.76

(10)

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

ADmINISIRATION
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

(19)

PER PUPIL
PUBIL PERSON-
NEL SERVICES

C Si

(20)

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

PUPIL PERSONNEL
SERVICES

2.3 16. 1 0.0

" ,4 (1

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERM AND SOURCE! OF DATA PROViDED IN THISTADEF.



CAROLINE COUNTY

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD %GE- SCORE) ,

AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),

BY SKILL AREAS

SKILL
AREAS

110

4

GRADE

(2)

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLEJ*

(3)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED**

...
(4)

V
NUMBER
'SCHOOLS
TESTED

OF

(5)
AVERAGE
STANDARD,/

AGE
SCORE
(SAS)±

(6)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD.)

EQUIVALENCE

(7)

AVERAGE
.GRADE

(GE)"

(8)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(1)

VOCABULARY

3 415 91.Q8 5 96.7 15.23 3.23
. 1.16

5 421 92.87 5 98.7 15.68 ' 5.01

6.46

V
1.48

1.76
7 467 90.15 . 2 94.7 15.70

450 -.....1,1 84.67 1 101.0 15.42 8.16 2.07

12)

READING
COMPRE-
HENSION

3 415 91.08 5 96.7 15.23 3.47 1.2'1

421
:1#

9287 5 98.7 15.68 5.15 1.46

467 , 90.15, 2 94.7 15.73 6.58 1.62

450
.

84.67 ' 2 101.0 15.42 8.24
3)-

1.81

(3)

SPELLING

. .

V 3 415 ' 91.08 5 96.7 15.23 3.95 1.43

5 421 92.87

-

5 98.7
.

15.68 5.46 1.$6
*

7 467 90.15 2 94.7 15.73 6.73 2.03

9 45' 84.67" 2 101.0 15.42 8.20
4111P

2.27

(4)

* CAPITAL-
IZATION

''"

1

i

3 415 91.08 Z-")
\96.7 15.23 5.88 1.40

,

IS

5 421 92.87 5 98.7 15.68 5.38 1.55

7 467 ' 90.15 2

ti

-

94.7 15.73
.

,

6.49 1.98

9 0 450 84.67 2 101.0 15.42 8.41 2.25

15)

PUNCTUATION

-,,........''''

3

I'

415 91.08 5 96.7 15.23 3.91 1.47

5 421 92.87 5 98.7 15.68 5.9 1.55

7 467 90.15 2 94.7 1S5- 6.37 1.95

9 450 84, 67
',

2 101.0
4

15.42 8.00
A

2.26

4'

4 AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUST TO I E NONGRADED CLASSES.
---

** NUMBER STUDENTS
TESTED SPRIN 4 DIVIDED BY NU BER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED,

AS A PERCENTAGE.

.

.
..

t STANDARD AGE%SCORE (SAS) DERI
,'FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL

BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION.

THE MEANS FOR THE
NATIONAL NORM a OUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE itlslq, NATIONAL SD = 16. L

4 tt GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FRO OWA TESTS OF BASIC iKILLSt FORM 5,.'19i1 EDITION.
THE'MEANS IN THE

NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, t
AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY

3.7, 5:7, 7.7, AND 9.4,'VARYING SLIGHTLY

FOR,1ACH,SKILL AREA.
1 P-.1 0-

1 0
,s,
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CAROLINE COUNTY

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE),
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),
BY, SKI L AREAS (CONTINUED)

SKILL
AREAS .

(1)

GRADE

(2)

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLED *

(3)

P 'ERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED 4*

(4)

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

(5)
AVERAGE
STANDARD

AGE
SCORE
(SAS) t

(6)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(7)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
(GWtt

. (8)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(6)

LANGUAGE
USAGE

3 415 91.08 5 96./ 15.23 -.3.47 1.35

5 421
U

-
92:87 5 98.7 15.68 5.02

.-

. 1.73

7 467 90.15 2 , 94.7 15.73 6.36 .1.48

9 450

.

84.67 2 101.0
.

15.42 7.75 2.24

(7)

/
LANGUAGE
TOTAL

3 415 t , 91.08 5
A

96.7 15.23 3.80 1.25

5

w

, 421 4 92:87 5

.

.

98.7. 15.68 5.26 1.46

-

7 467° 90,15 2 94:7 15.73 6.47 1.75

97

\ -

450 84.67., 2 , 101.0 15.42 .8.09 2.00

(8)

MATHEMATICAL
CONCEPTS

3 415 91.08 5 96.7 15.23 3.28 .93

-. 5 421 92.87 . 5 98.7 15.68 5.23 1.32

467 90.15 2 94.7 15.73 6.80 1.50

,

9 450 84.67 » 2 101.0 15.42 8.15 1.83

(9)

MATHEMATICAL
PROBLEMS

3 415 91.08. 5 1 96.7 15.23 3.48 1.17

5 421 92.87 5 98.7 19.68 5.13 1.28

7 467 40.15 2 94.7 15.73 6.63 1.55

-

9 450

.

84.67 2 101.0 15.42 8.03 1.79

(10)

MATHEMATICAL
1 TOTAL

3 415
-

91.08
, t

5 96.d 7 15.23'9 3.38 .99

5 421 1 92.87 5 98.7 15.68 5.18. 1.22

7 467 90.15 2 94.7. 15.73 6.72 1.41

9 ..C....... 450
.

84.67 2 101.0 15.42 8.09 1.69

* AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO IN LUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.

*$ NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 974 DIVI R ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE. ,

t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FR
THE rEDIANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP
AND 101.191 NATIONAL SD = 16.

tt GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FR
SCHOOL MEANS IN THE NATIONAL NORM
VARYING SLIGHTLY FOR EACH SKILL. AR

BILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION.
GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 98.28, 100.20, 101.17,

/7

TS BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEDIANS FOR THE
GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.6, AND 9.4,

NDIX A). NATIONAL SD FOR GRADE EQUIVALENCE NOT AVAILABLE.
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(DENTON RIVERVIEW JR)

TABLE-3. SCHOOL LEVEL COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES-PROFILE*

SCHOOL NAME s

DENTON

FEDERALSBURG

''GREENSBORO

PRESTON

RIDGELY

COL. RICHARDSON JR

COL,. RICHARDSON SR

RIVERVIEW JR HIGH

* SEE APPENDIX A FOR

,GRADE
ORGANI-
ZATION

TOTAL
SCHOOL
ENROLL-
RENT

PUPIL/
STAFF
RATIO

,PERCENT
AVERAGE
DAILY

ATTEN
,DANCE

TOTAL NO.
AVERAGE YEARS
EXPERIENCE

PERCENT
STAFF

MASTER'S
DEGREE
OR ABOVE

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

PERCENT
DISAD-
VAN-

TAGED

MEDIAN
EDUCA-
TIW OF
MOTHER

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME
(A)

TEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.
(1) (2) (3). (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) 111) (12)

K-6 643 21.4 97.2 29.0 1.0 9.9 12.0 10.0 14.9 11.0 7901.0

er
677 21.1 92.5 41.0 a.o 6.8 18.0 3.1 31.4 10.4 6904.0

K-6 604 20.8 95.8 28.0 1.0- 7.7 19.0 10,B. 3.1 10.2 7416.0

K-6 493 19.7 96.3 24.0 1.0 11.9 13.0 16.0 19.0 10.5 7536.0

K-6 320 18.8 , 97.0 16.0 1.0 11.6 7.0 5.9 20.7 10.1 7300.0

7-8 389 14.5 94.9 23.8 3.0 7.9 20.0 11.2 25.6 10.5 7218.0

9-12 678 19.4 91.5 33.0 2.0 9.3 22.5 22.9 26.7 10.4 7244.0

7-9 790 20.3 94.0 37.0 2.0 8.6 9.3 10.3 17.4 10.5 7616.0

DEFINITION OF TERMS.
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,(DENTON RIVERVIEW JR)

CAROLINE COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS,' BY SKILL

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLED*

SKILL AREAS

.
MOCAmuLAmy READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

SCHOOL NAME ,GRAGL AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY- LIFFER- AVERAGE

L,ANO EJ.CE

SAS GE NORM GE

MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY-

LAND ENCE LAND

NORM GE NORM

OIFFEm- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

MARY-
LANG
NORM

DIFFER-
ENCE

DLHTON 3 96.8 3.23 3.31 -.OA 3.55 3.38 4.17 1.89 3.75 +.14 3.30 3.44 -.14

97.6 4.73 4.86 -.13 5.02 4.99 +.03 5.20 5.17 +.03 5.07 5.22 -.15

FLuERALSHURG 3 96.2 J.08 1.24 -.16 3141 3.32 +.09 1.74 3.70 +.04 3.38 3.39 -.01

5 99,8 4.80 4.93 -.13 5.09 5.09 +.00 5.19 5.30 -.11 5.28 5.34 -.06

.

GHECUSRORU 3 99.4 3.21 3.42 -.21 3.49

5 99.7 5.14 4.92 p.22 5.01
3.52 -.03 3.67 3.158

5.07 -.06 5.16 5.31
-.01
-.15

3.59
5.04

3.
:. 4..j?-

.

RRESTUt.
3 95.6 3.39 1.22 +.17 , 3.50

.g: 4.29
3.43 3.67 +.16 3.30 3.37 -.07

5 98.8 5.24 4.89 4.35 5.40 5.04 4.36 5.41 5.25 +.16 5.19 5.29 -.10

R1OGELY 3 95.7 3.39 3.21 4.18 3.27 3.28 -.01 3.64 3.66 -.02 3.36 3.37 -.01

5 97,6 5.36 4.78 +.58 5.41 4.92 s 4.49 5.48 5.17 ' +.31 5.47 5.21 +.26 -

COL. RICHARDSON JR 7 95.5 6.65 6.27 ,.3R 6.72 6.38 .34 6.78 6.49 +.29 6.91 6.70 +.21

COL. RICHARDSON SR 9 101.8 8.07 8.30 -.2:1 8.36 -.16 8.23 8.30 -.07 8.32 8.60 -.28

RIVERVIEW JR HIGH 7 94.1 6.33 6.14 4.1O 6.26 +.21 6.25 6.39 -.14 6.54?' 6.58 +.00

9 100.4 8.23 6.19 ,+.414 6.21 +.05 4.80 8.20 -.20 7.03 8.47 -.84

V.,Z

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF rEglit
4- ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

1AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (*1

t,..

. 4,

1 0. 9
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LANOLINE CuUNTy
SCHOOL SYSTEM

(DENTON - RIVERVIEW JR)

TABLE 5. RELATIONfOF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

MARY- =
LAND ENCENORM

FR- AVERAGE MARY- OTFFER-
LANG

GE NORM

SCHOOL NAME GRACE AVERAGE AVERAGE

SAS GE

MARY=
LAND
NORM

0/FFFp- AVERAGE
E.tE

GE

MARY-
LANG
NORM

OIFFFR- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

OENTOU 3 96.8 3.23 3.34 -.11 3.55 3.39 +.16 1.4195 97.6 4.73 4.96 -.23 5.02 5.04 -.02 5.20

FLuERALSBURG 3 96.2 3.08 3.30 -.22 3.41 3.35 +.06 .745 99.8 4.80 5.15 -.35 5.09 6.22 -.13 5.19

DRLENSNORu 3 99.4 3.21 1.50 -.20 3,49 1.56 -.07 3.875 99,7 5.14 5.14 4.00 5.01 5.21 -.20 5.16

PNLSTON 3 95.6 3.39 3.26 4.13 3.58 3.31 +.27 3.03S 98.8 5.24 5.06 +.14 5,40 5.14 +.26 5.41

RILGELY i 95.7 3.39 3.17 +.12 3.27 3.31 c..04 3.44' 97.6 5.36 4.96 +.40 5.41 5.84 +.37 5.48

COL. RICHARDSON JR 7 95,5 6.65 6.32 +.33 6.72 8.41 +.31 6.78

COL. RICHARDSON SR 4 101.8 0.07 5.57 -.50 8.20 8.41 -.21 8.13

RIVERVIEW JR NIGN 7 94.1 6.33 6.17 4.16 6.47 6.27 4.20 6.759 100.4 8.23 P.41 -,1P 5.26 4.25 +.01 4.00

3.75 1.14 3.30 3.48 -.16
.24 -.04 5.07 5.21 -.21

3.71 +.05 3.18 3.42 -.04
5.40 -.21 5.21 5.45 -.17

3.91 -.04
;1:7):

3.60
5.44

-.01
-.40

3.68 4.15 3.30 3.39 -.09
5.33 +.04 5.19 5.37 -.18

..-.......

3.68 -.04 3.36 1.40 -.04
5.24 +.24 5.47 5.28 4.19

6.56 +.21 6.91 6.73 +.18

8.49 -.26 8.12 8.69 -.37

6.43 -.15 6.5P 6.60 -.02
8.35 -.15 7.0 4.55 -.61

t SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR
DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK IS)ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

1
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LOCAL SCHOOL SYSTEM LEVEL,--ACCOUNTABILITY ASSESSMENT INFORMATION

4.7 CARROLL COUNTY

School System Goals and Objectives

A. Gipneral. During the 1972-73 school year, three

parallel activities were undertaken to insure that the Carroll

County Public Schools would respond appropriately to the mandates

of Senate Bill #166, which now appears in Section 28A, Article t7Zi,

of the annotated code of Maryland, commonly called "The Maryland

Accountability Act,"

An Accountability Task Force representing teachers,

administrators, students, and citizens was created

to makeNcertain they were informed of the processes

taking ?lace and to serve as an approval group for

local aativities required at system and school

levels.

The Carroll County Testing Committee was given the

assignment to recommend a testing program which

would be compatible with the State accountability

plan.

Program budgeting accounting procedures were
established to enable the use of cost analysis

techniques in making instructional decisions.

4-129
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B. Goal Setting. The Superintendent of Schools hasconsistently required statements of curricula goals and hasexpected principal's to develop and implement goals for themselvesand for their schools. When the Maryland State Department ofEducation published goals for reading, writing and mathematics,committees under the direction of Supervisors of Language Arts,and Mathematics compiled and revised county goals. Every attemptwas made to enable the profesional effort of this school systemto correspond with the goals for children established by theState.

The local sys m goals were submitted to the Accounta-bility Task Force for a Oroval and then presented to the Super-intendent and Board of"Education for ratification. Tha processof clarifying expectations into goals was emphasized in 1973-74.

C. Carroll County School System Goals. ,Based upon theState-wide Goals in Reading, Writing and Mathematics, adoptedby the Maryland State Board of Education, Carroll County hasdeveloped the following Local System Goals:

In Reading, each student who has completed the
elementary, middle and secondary reading programof this school system should:

1.A. Demonstrate adequate pre-reading skills.

1.B. Demonstrate an adequate sight vocabulary.

1.C. Demonstrate adequate word attack skillsq

2.A. Demonstrate adequate language development.

2.B. Demonstrate his ability to use literal comprehensionskills.

2.C. Demonstrate his ability to use interpretive compre-
hension skills.

2.D. Demonstrate' his ability to use critical comprehensionskills.

3.A. Select appropriate materials, activities arid tech-niques.

3.B. Demonstrate self-direction by working independently.

f85
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4. Experience personal enjoymdrit and appreciation

in his reading.

5.A. Demonstrate ability to function in society by

following directions, locating referenbes, gaining

information, and completing and understanding forms.

5.B. Demonstrate personal satisfaction and development

through selection of materials and use of leisure

time.

In Writing, each student who has completed the elementary,

middle and secondary writing program of this school system

should:

l.A. Be able to record his thoughts and feelings for his

own use, obs"erving appropriate linguistic form,

levels of usage, and conventions of rhetoric and

mechanics.

1.B. Be able to communicate his thoughts and feelings to

others, observing appropriate linguistic form,

levels of usage, and conventions of rhetoric and

mech9mics.

2.A. Be able to w itein social situations, observing

accepted con entions of writing.

2.B. Be able to w ite in a business or vocational

situation, serving accepted conventions of writing.

2.C. Be able to write in a scholastic situation, observing

accepted conventions of writing.

3. Have a positive attitude towards writing, indicated

by an interest in writing and a desire to write.

In Mathematics, each student who has completed the

elementary, middle and secondary mathematics program

of this school system should be able to:

l.A. Recall and recognize symbols, facts, and definitions

used in arithmetic, introductory algebra, and element-

ary geometry.

.40

4-131

P C'



1.B. Have a knowledge of facts, symbols, and term-inolOgy used in simple probability and statis-tic, and business mathematics.

2.A. Perform arithmetic computations.

2.B. Solve simple algebraic equations and inequalities.
2.C. To perform

measurement activities.

3.A. Demonstrate the meaning of arithmetic operations.
3.B. Translate words into symbols and symbols into words.

'3.C. Use a graph to represent data and to show the solu-tion set of an open sentence.

4. Analyze a problem and determine the procedures tobe used to reach desired outcome.

Ppply mathematical knowledge to new situations,recognize patterns, draw conclusions from givendata and use mathematical reasoning to make deci-ions.

5.B. pnderstand and prodlice basic deductive, inductiveInd indirect mathematical proofs.
6. 4ppreciate and recognize the importance and rele-yance of mathematics to the individual and tosociety.

D. School Objectives. By April 1, 1975, each school isexpected to esqlblish
objectives based on the individual school'sneeds in keeping with local system goals. While many elementaryand secondary schools have developed instructional expectationsfor students and teachers, a central office project was developedto catalog performance
objectives in reading, writing, and mathe-%matics. This ork involved teachers, administrators, and designatedsupervisors du ing the summer of 1974. Schools received copiesof these objec ives and will be able to add to them or modify themas local needsirequire.

EXAM LE: FORMAT OF OBJECTIVES IN MATHEMATICS

Each objective in this set includes thefollowing three components, (1) A statementof the given conditions under which the studentwill perform, (2) A statement of the required
student performance, and (3) An attempt atstating a criterion level of acceptable perform-ance for each objective. Where feasible, a sam-ple criterion item for each objective is included.
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OBJECTIVE GEOMETRY 6, 98, 1, 1. (Label will

be used for categorizing objectives and
relating them to State and county goals.)

Gixien the terms right angle, obtuse angle,
and acute angle, the student will draw
representations of each. (4/5)

Sample criterion item -- draw a right angle,
obtuse angle, and acute angle and label each.

The set of objectives at th*s time an ini-

tial effort which is subject to continuous
revision, additions, and deletions. The object-
ives should provide; teacher direction and
guidance, not dictttion and limitation.

E. Comments on the Results of the Assessment Program. The

test scores are at or above the norm,for Maryland. The tables

summarizing the results of the State assessment program are valu-

able in studying relative progress of a grade or school. However,

the quality of a school's effort cannot be inferred simply by its

test scores. Therefore, the results obtained for the Carroll

County Public Schools serve as base line data. If used appro-

priately, these scores should provide useful information to help

persons gain another view of academic.achlevement.

.
The summary data do not present as valuable a tool as

needed in appraising the work of individual students. To offset

the above weakness, the use of an item analysis is necessary to

help the professional staff focus on strengths and needs as deter-

mined by the testing instrument. This will help persons analyze

how closely the test relates to a school's curricula.

Local analysis of test results shows that the performances

of typical pupils, using pupil norms, are on a par with the State

and Nation in all grades. When building and system averages are

used, the county is at the lower end of the norm for systems and

buildings at the 7th and 9th grades when compared with the Nation.

Building and sy em averages should be interpreted with

great care. Only gross omparisdns are possible. State summary

data can be utilized to rank the results from highest to lowest.

The county schools are on a par with other schools in the State of

Maryland.

Here again,district, building and grade level use of

the item analysis of the test results will help persons focus on

a positive use of an assessment plan to improve instruction for

the individual pupil. The county subscribes to the premise that

if each student can be helped to improve his/her performance in

school, the overall performance of the total school system will

improve. 1 8 8
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F. System/School Goals and Program Modifications. Compre-hensive planning techniques relate to the management of a system-wide accountability program. With the help of the Maryland StateDepartment of Education, a project to assist principals and super-visors improve their skills in planning and evaluation has beendeveloped. A long-range plan covering all areas of instructionneeds to be formed.

The county must use its resources in conducting a compre-hensive educational program that will produce students who can notonli function beyond the survival level but also whose self-conceptis positive. We want a plan that will demonstrate growth and devel-opment in the 3 R's and beyond.

Presently, supervisory staff responsible for leadershipin areas other'than reading, writing and mathematics are develop-ing more specific goals and objectives. For example, a project todevelop skills performance check lists in each vocational educa-tion area was started during the Spring of 1974. Objectives fora ninth-grade social studies unit were developed this summer foruse with criterion measures.

The Testing Committee is beginning to study the use ofcriterion measures as a means of accurately assessing performanceexpectations in all areas of the curriculum.

Public Informatio}i of Results. Keeping the publicinformed has been a paramount concern of the leadership team inthe Carroll County Public Schools. The State, county and eachschool will obtain the maximum return from the investment in thisassessment program as the results of testing are reported toallwho need the information. A first effort has been to report testresults to students and their parents. Procedures for reportingwere recommended by the Testing Committee.

Second, there has been a need to explain the results ofthe testing program to the staff who have responsibility for instruct-ion curriculum, administration and pupil services. Meetings havebeen held explaining test results. Analysis of these results weredistributed to all principals and supervisors,.

Third, ongoing planning, short and long-range, willbetter relate the achievement of instructional goals to financialaccounting systems. This assists the Board of Education as itestablishes a policy both in educational and budgetary matters.

Finally, the accountability program will keep principal
interest groups such as PTA's, county government and the general
public ;informed of progress in the area of accountability.

a

tl,cam

4-134



G. Unmet Needs. Much needs to be dq in order to improve

programs and services for students and teadhers: Funds have to

be obtained and expended to purchaseerials and expertise to'

improve.areas of demonstrated needs. More materials are needed

to facilitate the administration of the county testing program.

More resources are needed to analyze test results better. Each

pupil should be assigned a unique pupil number so that a procedure

to obtain growth scores can be developed. Money, time and staff

will be necessary to select, purchase and develop locally a system

of performance expectations and criterion measures. Procedures

need to be developed to measure the degree to which' performance

expectations and criterion measures have been realized.

Long-range educational planning must evolve from an

effort which will require a comprehensive management approach.

Budgeting for the instructional program is a continuous process.

Allocations of funds will depend on how clearly goals are identi-

fied.

The State Accountability Assessment Program helps the

county view itself in comparison with other counties in Maryland.

Hopefully the information will-generate support from the public

as we continue to educate our students.



CARROLL C6UNTY

TABLE 1. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE*'

A. COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS

(1)

TOTAL
POPULATION

(2)

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME

(3)

PERCENT
DISADVANTAGED

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
69,006 $10,204

/

19.7

(4)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
MALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

(5)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
FEMALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

10.0 10.7

B. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPTEMBER, 1973)

(6)

TOTAL
SCHOOL

ENROLLMEN1,

(7)

- AVERAGE
TEACHER
SALARY

(8)

AVERAGE
ADMINISTRATOR

SALARY

(9)

AVERAGE
YEARS '

TEACHING
EXPERIENCE

(10)

AVERAGE
YEARS

ADMINISTRATOR
EXPERIENCE

10,442 19,970 $17,613 0.5 20.3

(11)

PERCENT. STAFF
MASTERS DEGREES

OR ABOVE

(12)

SCHOOL LEVEL
PUPIL/STAFF *

RATIO

(13)

PERCENT
AVG. DAILY
ATTENDANCE

L2.6 19.0 94.9

C. ,FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-1973 SCHOOL YEAR)

(14)

TOTAL
PER PUPIL
COST

(15)

PER PUPIL
INSTRUCTIONAL

COSTS

(161

PERCENT
EEXPENSES

ALLOTTED TO
INSTRUCTION

(17)

PER PUPIL
ADMINISTRATIVE

(CENTRAL OFFICE)
COSTS

$926.45 $604.70 74.1 -$20.47

(10)

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

ADMINISTRATION
(CENT,§AL OFFICE)

(19)

PER PUPIL
PUPIL PERSON-
NEL SERVICES

COSTS

(20)

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

PUPIL PERSONNEL
SERVICES

3.1 $6.20 0.7

4
SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE.
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CARROLL COUNTY

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERA STANDARD AGE SCORE),

AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT RADE EQUIVALENCE),
BY SKILL AREAS

lie

SKILL
AREAS

11)

GRADE

(2)

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLED*

13)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED"

(4)

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

15)
AVERAGE
STANDARD

AGE '

SCORE
(SAW

(6)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(7)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
(GEOT

(8)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(1)

VOCABUL"RY

,

3 1440 98.40 16 103.8 15.94 3.85 .1.08

5 1486 98.25 10 104.6 15.22 5.51 1.53

7 1481 Y7.10 '..7 102.8 14.15 7.24 1.80

9 3.466 87.26 4 107.1 14.96 8.66 1.86

(2)

READING
COMPRE-
HENSION

3 1440 98.40 16 103.8 15.94 3.86 1.23

5
____

1486 98.25 10 104.6

Q
15.22 5.67 1.47

7 1481 97.10 7 102.8 14.15 7.37 1.61

1468 57.26 4 107.1 14.96 9.03 1.77

(3)

SPELLING

3 .11440 96.40 16 103.8 1
15.94 4.49 1.35

s

5 1456 98.25

--..-.,

10 104.6 15.22 5.92 1.76

7 1481 97.10 02.8 14.15 7.39 1.98

9 3.466 87.26

,w.......

..'

it

107.1 14.96
.

8.80 ' 2.15 /

(4)

CAPITAL-
IZATION

.

3 1440
..-..,--...--

98.40 16 103.8 15.94
.

4.29 1.29

5 1486 98.25

.

10 104.6 14.22
t

5.94 1.67 ",

,.,,

1481 97.10 7 10.8 14.15 7.10 1.96

.f 9
4

1468 , 87.26 ,
'170 107.1 ' 14.96 9.16 ' 2.20

(5)

PUNCTUATION

.1 3 14.40s `r. 98.40 16

10
.

303.8 15.94 4.33 1.46

104.6
a

15.22 5.82 1.70fw.r....

5''' 1486 98.25
..,

102.8 14.15 7.17

1

1.93

7
1481 97.10

9 1468 87.26 4 107.1

-..

14.96 8.48. 2.20
........)

AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSE.

4. NUMBER STUDENTS
WED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMPERENROLLED

t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SASI DERIVED FROM COGMITIvE ADILITIP5 TEST,

THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM G000p FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, ANT) 9

GRADE EQUIVALENCE IGO
DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF

NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE

FOR EACH T)KILL,AREA.

9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.

NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 TPITION.

ARE' 1001 NATIONAL SD 1.

BASIC ',KILLS, FORM 9f 1971 EDITION. TWA,. MEANS IN THE

APPROXIMATELY 3.7, !/.7. 7.7, 9.6r VAPv1iWG S116M71Y
111

4 ()()
I.,
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CARROLL COPNTY

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY ( AVERAGE STANDARD AG SCORE),
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT_ ( GRADE:EQUI VALENCE)

BY SKILL AR

(CMITINUED)

a

SKILL
AREAS

.

'(1)

GRADE ,

(2)

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
.ENROLLED *

' (3)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED ** .

(4)

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

(5)
AVERAGE

STANDARD ,
AGE.;
SCORE
(SAS) t

(6)

,

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

17)

AVERApE
GRADE'S

.EQUIVALENCE8EV,IAT/ON
(GE) tt

(a)

STANDARD

'4T515L.,.-.

(6)

LANGUAGE,
USAGE

3 -1440 98.40 16 103.a 15.94 3.95

s)

1.38

- 5 -1466 98.25 10 104.6 15.22
.

5.62 1.73 -

(

.

7. 1481
\"

.97.10 7

_

102.8 14.15
.

7.28 1.99

1468 87.26 4 . 107.1 14.96 8.52 '2.27

147) C

LANGUAGE...

..

. .

3. 1440 98.40 16

_

103.8 .'15.94 4.26 1.21

\

\

. -1486 98.25 10 104.6 . 15.22 5.82 1.52

. 7 1.441 ,

.

' 97,10 7 102.1 14.15. 7.22
.....

1.72'

9 1468
_

17."N.26 4 107.1 7 14.96 ..

. -.

8.73 1.95 .

181

MATHEMATICAL
CONCEPTS

.
.

3 1440 98.40 16 103.8 ' 15.94 ' 3.88

0

.93

5

,

,

.

_ 1486 98.25 10 , 104.6 15.22
.

6.03 1.437

7 1481 47.10 7 102.8 14.15 7.81 1.62

9 1468 87.26

.
.

.

107.1 14.96 9.45

..,

1.74

(91

-MATHEMATICAL
..PROBLEMS

.

.._,

1440 98.40 16 1 lei.a '15.94 8.78

.
0

1.09.

5 1486 98.25

.

10 104.6 15.22 5.63 1..36

.

7 1481
.

97.10 7
.

102.8 24Z15 - 7.'9 1.61

9 1468 87.26 4 107.1 14.96 9412 11.68

(101

MATHEMATICAL
TOTAL

.

3 1440 98.40 . ; .16 103.8 15.94 3.84 .95

5 1486 98.25 10
--,

V ,

104.6 15.22 5.83 1.33

7 1481:

r

97.10
-

102.8 18.15 7.60

N

1N.

9 1468 87;26 ' 4 107.1
.

14.96 9.33 . 0

_

1411

* 9/80/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.

** NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 avtpEa BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED-AS A PERCENTAGE.

,t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SW DERIVED FRAM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1171 EDITION.
.THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES p, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 100; NATIONAL SD a 16,

tt GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE
NATIONAL NORM GROUP fOR GRADES 3, 5, 7', AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, AND 9.4, VARYING SLIGHTLY
FOR EACH SKILL AREA.
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'(CHARLES CARROLL TANEYTOWN MID)

.TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL--COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE*

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
. 'PERCENT PERCENT

PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN

.

TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS STAFFGRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY "" TOTAL.NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S DISAD- EDUCA- 'FAMILYORGANI- ENROLL- STAFF ATTEN DEGREE VAN- TION OF INCOME'TEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.
ZATION RENT RATIO DANCE OR ABOVE TAGED MOTHER ($) .

SCHOOL NAME (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12)

.

CHARLES CARROLL. K-4 271 20.1 95%4 .12.5 1.0 5.Q 9.0 14.8 4.9 10.2

EAST END PRIMARY K-4 272 17.5 96.0 15.0 0.5 15.1 40.0 19.3 7.0 11.1 9495.0

ELDERSBURG K-5 777
.

21.6 95.6 34.0 2.0 7.5 12.6 8.3 4.4 10.4 11397.0

ELMER A WOLFE 436 19.4 96.7 21.5 1.0 9.4 31.0 4.4 11.1 10.1 8939.0

FREEDOM DISTRICT K-5 733 20.9 96.3 34.0 1.0 7.5 21.8 2.9 2.1 11.6 11238:0

HAM STEA K-6 778 23.9 96.6 2.0 6.6 18.0 6.1 7.8 10.8 7.0271.0

MANCHESTEk K-6 90i 23:4 96.6 36.5 2.0 10.3 10.1 9.1 8.7 10.2 10058.0

MECHANICS[ K -4 419 25.2 .95.6 15.6 1.0 8.3 24.0 24.1 5.1 10.9 10302.0
il,

MOUNT AIRY' ELEM K-.5 633 20.7 96.0 29.6 1.0 9.8 8.0 3.3 9.4 11.0 10571.0

ROBERT MOTON PRIM K -4 302 18.2 96.1 15.6 , 1.0 8.6 . 9.5 9.0 3.8 11.5 11458.0

SANDYMOUNT K-4 407 24.7 96.7 15.5 1.0 12.5 20.0 0.0 8.7 10.9 10373.0
.1.,,

TANEYTOWN K-4 521 23.1 96.1 21.5 1.0 11.5 29.0 6.9 8.7 9.8 9167.0
.

4UNIONTOWN K-J. 149 19.9. 95.4 6.5 1.0 5.5 39.0 6.7 9.8 10.3 9803.0

WEST END PRIMARY K-4 117 18.0 95. 6.0 0.5 7.6 40.0 7.7 60, 11.0 9318.0\ ..
'?.,

WILLIAM WINCHESTER K-4 687 23.3 96.4\ 27.5 2.0 6.7 24.5 3.4 6.5 11.0 10482.0% h
,.%

-a,
.WINFIELD K-5 443 21.7 96.3 '19.4 1.0 8.2 6.0 10.8 6.9 11.1 11035.0

EAST MIDDLE 5-8 1012 19.1 96.0 50.0 3.0 8.5 12.5 17.0 5.2 11.0 10373.0

.

.4MOUNT AIRY MIDDLE 6-16 . 552 19.4 95.7 Cp27.0 1.5 7.3 '20.3 15.8 766 11.0 1073964

N W DSOR 539 19.3 96.2 26.0 2.0 9.8 14.5 17.9 9.7 10.2 9153.0

SYKESVILLE 830 19.3 95.4 41.0 2.0 6.9 10.5 11.6 3.3 5.0.8 112974

TANEYTOWN MIDDLE 489 18.1 95.1 25.0 2.0 6.3 29.5 14.8 8.9 9.8 91.70.0,

-
*

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.
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(CHARLES-CARROLL TANEYTOWN MID)

CARROLL CO0NTy
SCHOOL SYSTLM

TABLE if." RELATLON OF ACHIEVSMEKT TO 'MARYLAND NORMS, PN SKILL

AREAS; WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROI)LEDS

SKILL AREAS

VOCARULARY READING COMPREHENSION .' LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL *
1.

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE. MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER,. AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER.. AVEt1AGE NARY- DIFFER..

LAND ErCE LAND ENCE . LAND &CE LAN0 ME
sAs GE WM GE NQRM GE NORM GE NOM

*.r
-

CHARLES CAaROLL 4 3 98.0 3.62 3.35' 4.26 3,69. 3.43 +.26 4.13 3.79 +.34 3,49 t51 -).,02

..

o .

..

EAST tuo PaImARy 3' 93.9 3.22 3.16 .46 3.20 ' .3.20 +.00. 3.53 3.58 -.05 3.21 3.30 ...69

a
. : .

ELuER5muRy 3 102.8 3.77 3.66 - +.11 5.79 3.73 +.01 4.20 4.08 +.12 3.67 3.76 -.09

5 100.7 5.17 5.15 ..02 , 5.30 5,22 +.08 . 5.r 14

1

.,
5.49 ....15 5.36'. 5.52 . -.16

. .

4

ELMER A WOLFE . 3 100.6 3.97 03.50 +.47 . 3.82 3.59 4.23 -4-.35 3.95 +.40 4.03 . 3.63 +.40

4
4.-

.
.

t

FREEDOM Olt,TRICT 3 107.1 4.26 3.95 4.32 4.05 4.04 +.01 4.45 4.37 +.0A 4.00 3.99 +.01

5 109.8 6.05 5.81 4.24 6.02 5.9d +.12 6.40 6.08 +.32 6.24 6.10 i +,114

HAMPSTFAO. A 145.8 3.91 3.77 +.1 4 3.97 3.87 +.10 4.41 4.22 +.19 3.87 3.86 4 4401

5 104.6 5.51 5.39 +.12 5.59 5.49 +.10 51.85 5.12 . +.15 5.82 :.75 4.08

4
.....--

.
. ..

-MAnCHLSTER 3 10549 3.75 . 3.81 . -.06 3.90 3.92 -.02 4 4,4 4.26." -.02 3.78 ''' 3.91 -.13

5 101.6 5..42 5.15 +.27 5,73 . 5.24 +.49 5.61 '5.52 +.09 5.48 ' 5.54 +.54

/

ftCHANICSVILLL 3 102.5 5.01 3.65 44i6 3.86 3.73 163 5.18 4.08 +.20 5.86 3.74 +.12
.

4

MOUNT AIRY ELEM 3 105,5 3.72 3.82 -.10, 3.71 3.92 -.21 4.14 4.26 -.12 3.86 1.90 ...OW

5 107.3 5.57 5.59 . -.de 5,73 5.69 +04 4.42 5.90 ' .OP . 5.72 5.93 -.21

.. .
.

RORERT MOTOR PRIM 3 108.7 4.41 4.03 4.34 4.54 4.24 4.50 . 4.88 4.47' ,..41 _. 4,33 4.07 , +.26

.
SANDYMOUNI 3 106.9 4.02 3.90 4.12 4.09 4.01_ . +.08 '4.40 4.34 +.46 4'.24 3.97 '+.27

TA,EYTOWN 3 102.1 3.53 3.57 -014 3,70. 3.57 .4iO3 3.93, 4.03 -.10 3.5e 3.70 -504

h

UNIONTnwN 3 104,7 3.81 3.75 . .,06 4.12 .3.85 . 4.6 5.6 4.20 ' 4:',41 3.99 0.65 .4..14 .

WLsT EHO P,IIMARY 3 104.8 3.75 3.70 -.03 3.70 3.88 -ila 3.75 4.23- -.48 3.95 3.85 +.10

W1LL1A 1.4CHESTER 3 105.2 3.93 _3.80 .4,11 3.93 3:90. +603 ,4-.14 :4.25 +.10 3.83 3.88 ....05.

WINFIELU 101.8 3.62 3.62 4.00- 3.67 "43.70 -103. 3.49 4.04 -.05 3.75 3.72 +.03

5 104.3 5.57 5.42 4.15 5.40 .0 5.50 .05 5.49 ' 5.71 -.22' 5.78 5.74 4.04.

7.07 +99 739 100 +
. t 101.3 7.23 6.05 ,211 47.39 7

5%4e +.09 5.45.....a02 7;47
.

EAST ...IDOLL 5 103.6 5.44 5.34 ..10 5.52 5.65 +-n 5.80 5058 4.12

11-

7.31 +.16

. MOUNT AIRY MIDDLE' 4 100.7 7'.19 ..6.90 4.29' 7.29 6.94 .4.35 7.82 7.03 +.09 , 7.61. 7.26 4.35

1

NLW 411059,4 5 102.2 5.14. 5.15 A..131 5.35 5.53 4.05 5.50 5.56 -.06

7 105.4 6.99 A 7.27 `....20 7.08 , 7.31 II; 'a 7.33 -.06 7.29 7.66 -.37

5YRESVILLL

TANEYTOWN 41001.1.

..
.

7 103.1 7.18 7.,16 +,OR 7.28 7.20 +.08 7.12. 7.27 ...15 .7.48 7,55 A017

o
.

A 104.7 5.28 :5.29 -.01 5.62 5.41 +21 5.76 5.71 +.05, '5.60 5.73 4:07

7 102.9 6.60 7.13 -.51 .7.09 7.18 -.09 6.71 7.23. -.52 7.30 7.57 -.27

4. SEE CHAPTER:A, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 141

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFEIENCE SCORES.
, - 0
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,CHARLES CARQLL 4- TANEYTOWN MID).

TABLE 5.: RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO- MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILLAREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUSSTATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*.
CARROLL COUNTY
5C$1001.' SYSTEM

SKILL AREAS
..,,

'' t tie VOCAMULARY ,READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTALSCHOOL NAME GRADE
r

AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY-.
LANO

545 Gi./ NORM

CHARLES CARROLL .1 98.0 3.62 3.41

EAST Emp PRIMARY 3 93.9. 3.22 3.15,

ELLIENSITURA 3 102.8 3.71e 3.72
5 100.7 5.17 o 5.23.

.ELmik A WOLFS 3 100.6 3.97 3.58

41,

FHLE00m 015781E7 4 107.1 4.26 4.00
5 109.8 6.05 6.01

/ .

HAt.P5TrAD , 3 104.5 3.91 3.85
.3 \-.. 5 104.6 5.51 5,56

,

MA.ICHESTEM
.1 105.9 3.75 3.92
5 101.6 5.42 5.30

MECHANICSVILLE 3 1u2.5 4.01 3.76

MOUNT AIRY ELEM 3 105.5 3.72 3.905 107.3 5.57 5.79

Rvalli MOT.jN PITM 3 108.7 4.41 4.10

SANOYMOUNT . . 3 106.9 4.02 3.99

TANEYTOwN 3 102.1 3.53 3.65

uNioNTnou
.5 104.7 3.61 1.54

OLLT 0q0 Pq1mPAY 4 104.6 3:75 3.85

WILLIAM WLaCHESTER 1 105.2, 3.93 3.58
-

4134;1eo 3. 101.5 3,62 3.66
5 104.3 5.57 5.54

EAST M100Lt 5 193.6 5.44 '5.40
/ 101.3 7.23. 6.96

MOUNT AIRY MLLE 7 100.7 7.19 " 6.59

NEWWIMOS0a 5 102.2 5:14 5.35
/ 104.4 6.99 7.30

_ ,, SYKESVILLE 7 103.1- .7,36 7.16

TANEYTOWN UOOLE . 5 104.7 5.211 5.57
7 102.9 6.60 7.13

OIFFFP- AVERAGE MARY... f,DIFFER* AVERAGE .41ARY..
EfiCE LAND ENCE LANDGE NORM GE NORM

.21 9 3.69 '3.47 22

.07 3.20.: 3.20 .00
-

,,05 3.74 '3.79 -.05
.,./.06 5.30 5.29 .01

.39 3.82 3.54 .15

j.26 4.05 4.07 -.02.04 6,02 6.03 -.01

406 , 3.97 3.92 ...05
...0,5 5.59 5.61 -.02

-.17 3.90 3.99 -.09.12 5.71 5.37 .36

.01 3.86 3.77 .09
.

.

-.15 3.71 3.97 -.26
...22 5.73 5.83 -.10

.33 .4.64 4.18 .46

..03 4.09 4.06 .03

..15. 3.70 3.74 -.04

0-:03 4.12 3.91 .21

00...10 3.70 3r93 -.22

4.05 3.93 3.95 -.02

3.67 3.72 =.05.03 5.45 5.55

,.04 5.52 5.53 -.01.27 7.39 6.99 .40
, .

.30 7.29 -6.93 .4.36

-.22 5.35 5.42 -.07
...31 7.08 7.30 -.22

.

.22 7.28 ,7.17 .11.

-.29 5.62, 5.6? .00-.53 7.09 7.15 -.06

4.13 3.83

3.53 3.57

4.20 4.12
5.34 5.47

4.15 ,3.99

4.45 '4.39
6.40 6.16

4.41 '4.25
5.45 5.77

4.24 4.32
5.61 5.54

4.28 4,11

4.14 4.79
4.82 5.97

4.88 4.49

4,40 4.35

.93 4.05

4.63 4.24

3.75 4.25

4.14 4.27

.

3.99. 4.06
5.49 5.75

5.55 4.69
7.09 7.07

7.12 7.02

5.58 5.59
7.27 7.34
4.

7.12 7.23

5.76 5.70
0.71, 7.21

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 141ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE SCORES.

' 47142

DIFFER* AVERAGE
INCE

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

OTFE,ER*
EMCE

4.30 8.49 3.52 -.03

3.21 3.30 *49

.05 3.67. 3.79 -.12-.13 5.36 5.51 -.15

.36 4.03 3.67 .36

.06 4.45 4.02 ...024,.24 6.24 6.19 .05

.16 3.57 3.90 -.03.05 5.82 5.80 .02

...05

.07
3.74
5.$

3.96
5.54

-.18
4.30

.17 3.56 3.77 .09

=.15 3.56 3.93 -.07-.10 5.72 6.,00 -.25

.39 4.33 4.11 .22

.47 4.24 4.41 .23

-.15 3.66
.

3.75 -.09

.39 3.49 3.49: .10

-.50 3.95 3.90 .05

.07 3.53 3.92 -.09

*.07 3.75 3.73 .02
-.26 5.78 5.75 .00

-.14 5.501 5.73 .07.02 7.47 7.27 4,20

.10 7.61 7.21 .40

-.01 5:50 5.62 -.12-.07 7.29 7.66 -.27

...If 7..48 7.44 .04

-.OP' 5.86 5.51 . -.01
-.00 7.30 7.42 -.12



(KESTMINSTER WEST WESTMINSTER),'

'TABLE 3m SCHOOL LEVEL--COMMUNi TY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL' RESOURCES
PROF I LE*

SCHOOL NAME

GRADE
ORGAN1-'
ZATION

I1)

.

IOTA):
SCHOOL

h ENROLL-
MENT

. (2)

PUPIL/
STAFF
RATIO
(3)

PERCENT
AVERAGE
DAILY
ATTEN
DANE
(4)

.

.

:TOTAL NO.

1 ,

AVERAGE YEARS
EXPERIENCE

PCRCENT
STAFF

MASTER'S
DEGREE

OR ABOVE
(9) '

SCHOOL AGE,CHILDREN

PERCENT
DISAD-
s YAW'.
TAGED
(10)

MEDIAN
EDUCA- `

TION OF
MOTHER
(11)

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME
(1)
(12)

'

TEACHER
.( 5)

ADMINy
(6)

tiBCHER
17)

ADMIN.
(8)

. WESTMINSTER WEST 19,6 95.5 56.0 3.0 13.5 22.3 22.0 7.0 10.9 10096.0

FRANCIS SCOTT KEY Si 912 960 19.4 93.0 46.5. 3.0 5.7 15.3 20.2 10.3 10.0 9165.0

NORTH CARROLL SR JR , 7-12 1257 19.6 94.2 61.0 3.0 8.2 '17.4 23.4 9.3 10.5 10151.0
3

SOUTH CARROLL SR 9-12 1583 20.3 -92.2 B5.0 3.0 7.0 19:0 24.3 15.7 10.9 11075.0

WESTMINSTER HIGH 9-12 2109 20.9 92.9 96.0 5d0 0.9 10.6 '30.7 6.6 10.9 10223.0

0,"

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.
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( WEST:MINS! OR WEST - WESTMINSTER)
.

CARROLL COUNTY
SCii001. SISTER

.

TABLE `44... RELAT.IQNMF tHiEvEmENT to MARYLAND NORMS, BY ,SKILL

'AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITAI STATISTICALLY. . ,

CONTROLLED* .

SKILL'APEAS

,y0CAOULARY REAOING0COMPREHENSION,
LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

SCHOOL NAME , GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE

SAS GE

.
,KS5TMImSTEfl 4EST 5 106.0 5.76

7, 104.5 7.44

FRANCIS SCOTT kEY SR 9 103.9% 5.29

NORTH CARR4LL bq JR _7 ;02.7

9 i02.9
7.26
4:62

SOUTH CARROLL Sk 9 106.1 8.91

.
s

WESTMINS(LA HIUM 9 100.9 9.17

0

.. s
4'

MARY
LAND
NORM

DIFFE0.. AVERAGE
'VICE

GE

MARY
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE,MARY-
ENCE LAND

nE NORM .

DIFkrko AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

MARY-
LANn
NORM

OTFFER-
EMCE

5.46 ..30 6.00 5.58 +.42 6.14 5.80 +.54 6.09 5.83 +.26

7.28 4.21 7.68 7.31 +.37 7.75 7.33 +.42 6.00 7.62 +OA

8.59 -.3b 8.62 '1.69 -.07 804 8.61 -.37 45.136 8.93 +.03

7.12 +.14 7 39 7.15 +.24 7.13 7.21 -.08 7.70 7.50 +.20

8.56 +.06 8:9 84 8.57 4.27 8.13 8.56 -.23 9.16 8.83 +.33

9.19 -.2A 8.98 9.26 -.28 8.78 9.11. -.33 9.26 9.46 -.20

4

9.14 4.01 q.34 4.29 +.10 008 9.06 +.02 9.64 9.42 4.21

a

0

SEE CHAPTER 4..SECTION 4.1.2
FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 0,11

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
a

o

o

0

,
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K

(WESTMINSTER WEST STMINSTER).

CARROLL caourr
SCHOOL SYSTEM

TABLE 5. RELAT m EVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL 4 -....___
AREAS, ITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND,SOCkOECONOMIC STATUS
STATISTI tLY CONTROLLED*

ES** lb SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY ,READING COMPREHENSION LANDUAGE TOTAL HATHEATICAL TOTAL
SCHOOL Ii.uE GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE

EILST410STEK KEST

SAS

S 106.0

GE

5.74
7 104.5 7.49

FRANCIS SCOTT KEY SR 9 .103.9 8.29

1

NupTH CARR1LL SR JR 7 102.7 7.26
9 102.9 .8.62

SOUTH 01104.*LL 5/1 9 104.9 8.91

. olEsTHINST.,4 HIGH 9 104.9 , 9.17

MAPY--'1)1FFFp- AVERAGE
LAND Er CE
NORM fjC

.
.

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

nt
-

4.68 .10 6.00 5.72 4.28 6.44
7.31 .44 7.68 7.31 4.37 7.75

8.81 -.5? 4.62 8.66 -.04 A.94

/OA .15 7.39 7.13 .26 7.138.70 -.08 8.84 . 8.54 4.30 A.A3

9.38 -.47 4.98 9.25 -.27 A#78

9.3k -.PI 9.34 9.25 09 4.00

'MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY.. 01+FER.
LAND ENCE . LANs rmaNORM Gr NORM

4 . e

A5.87 4.47 6.09 5.° +.18 '''7.35 y..40. 8.00 '7.37 .43
,

41.76 ...W. 0.4, 8.92 +.04

-

7.19 -.06 # 7.70 .7.40 .30 :
8.6 -.27 9.16 8.41 405

.,..

9.19 "-.4I 9.26 9.46 .20

9.'9 -.11 9.63 1.46 .17,,.

t SEE CHAPTER 41, SECTION 4.342 FOR DEFINITIONS
OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (4)ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES. ,.

.
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...01.ocAL SCHOOL SYSTEM LEVELF.ACCOUNTABILITY ASSESSMENT INFORMATION

4.8 `CECIL cdintry

School System Goals and Objectives

D

A. Goal Setting Activities. The Maryland Accountability Law
gives legal mandate to tfie- moral commitment that the Cecil County
Public School System ha8 always felt for tfie.acadqmic achievement

of its youth. In response to this law, the Marylarid,State Board
of Education has approved broad, general goals in Reading, Writing
and Mathematics. The Cecil County Public School System used these

State goals as a frame of reference within which to establish local

system goals.

B. Cecil County Public School System Goals. ,Based upon the

State-wide Goals in?Reading, Writing, and- Mathematics, adopted by
the Maryland State Board of Education, Cecil'County)has developed
the following Local System Goals:

In Reading,' each Cecil COunty student who has achieved
the objectives for Reading established by the local school 'should:

P.A. Identify his own purposes for reading.

1.B. Select reading materials to meet his own personal
and academic needs.

(1Q t)
1)

4-147
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1.C. Have knowledge of a broad
materials, both print and

2.A. Identify and employ five
nition; picture, phonic,
authority clues.

2.B. Recogriize instantaneously a number of words
appropriate to his age level and simultaneouslyidentify appropriate meanings for this sightvocabulary. ,

spectrum of reading
nonprint:

strategies for word recog-
structura.1, context and

2.C. Assume responsibility
knowledge.

3.A. Determine the literal

I)

for increasing his vocabulary

meaning of reeding materials.
3.B. Pose appropriate

questions and find answers to. these queStions in the reading. materials.
3.C. Recognize patterns, of thought in reading materials.and think critically and creatively about the intent.of the communication.

4.A. Follow directions.

4.B. Locate,referenceg.

4.C. Gaili information.

4.D. Understand forms:

4.E.-Attain personal,development.

5.A. Read for his personai
information and enjoyment.

5.B. Be interested in continued development of thereading habit.

In Writing, each Cecil County student who has achievedthe objectives for Writing established by the local school should:
1.A. U e writing process to record his thoughts andee ings fdr his own use, using accepted conventionsof writing: penmanship, spelling, punctuation,capitalization, usage and sentence structure:
1.B.-Use the writing' process to communicate his thoughtsand feelings to others, using accepted conventionsof writing: penmanship, spelling, punctuation,capitalization, usage and sentence structure.

201
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2.A. Demonstrate his ability to 'perform writing tasks
required in social situations, using appropriate
mechanics, organization,development and form. -

2.B. Demonstrate'his ability to perform writing tasks
required in business and vocational situations,
using appropriate mechanics, organization, develop-
ment and form.

a.

2.C. Dem strate his ability to perform writing tasks
required in.sCholastic situations, using appropriate
mechanics, organization, development and form.

3.A. Recognize the importance of writing to meet:a
variety of personal and social needs. 0"

3.8. Use the writing process to fulfill personal and
social needs.

'3.C. Derive satisfaction from his writing.

In. Mathematics, each Cecil County student who has

achieved the objectives for Mathematics established by the local

school should.:
-

1.A. Demonstrate the
definitions.

103. Demonstrate the
symbols.

ability to recall mathematical

ability to identify mathematical

Demonstratethe ability to recall mathematical facts.
-

2.A. Demonstrate the ability to perform the operations
of addition, subtraction, multiplicatioh, and
division with respect to the rational numbers.

2.B. Demonstrate%the ability to use'graphs, charts,
tables and measuritty. instruments.

2.C. Demonstrate the ability to perform algebraic
manipulations.

2.D. Demonstrate the ability"to make 4eometric.constriic-
tions and-perform geometric manipulations.

3.A. Dftonstratean understanding of the concepts associ-

ated with place values, number.systems, sets, whole
numbers, fractions, decimals, percent, ratio,
propdrtion, and measurement.

202 .

4-149



S).B. 6emonstrate.an understanding of the process and
o

.

-properties f'additidn, subtraction, multiplication,and division. with respect to the rational numbers.

3.C. Demonstrate an understanding of the concepts associ-ated with the use of graphs, charts, tables, and ;measuring instruments.

3.D. Demonstrate an understanding of algebraic and-
,geometric concepts.

3.E. Demonstiate the ability to make the following typesof translations:

verbal to mathematical:'
mathematical to verbal
mathematical to mathematical

'

mathematical to physical
- -physical to mathematical.
verbal to verbal

4. Demonstrate the ability to.select the facts, skills,
and procedures needed to solme a particular prciblem
and to apply these in actual solution of the par-, 4ticular problem.

*.
5. Demonstrate the ability to use matheiatical

reasoning and processes to solve problems relating. 4
to personal, consumer and societal needs.

. 6.A. Recognize the contributions that mathematics makes''"
to, society.

6.B. Recognize the applications of mathematics to his
day-to-day experiences.

6.C. Demonstrate an appreciation of mathematics by
participating in the study of mathematics beyond '.

that. which is required.

C. bjective Setting Activities. Following approval of theloCal syst m goals by the Cecil County Board of Education and theate Department of Education, three committees composed ofteaohers,Ipri ipala and supervisors,met for eight days duringJute-Julx, 1974, tb develop proposed school objectives inReading, Writing\and Mathematics which constitute a standard levelof expectancy for the typical student in grades K - 12. Theseprofessional personnel from the primary, intermediate, middleand high school grades worked as a team to achieve a sequentialdevelopment of the. objectives.
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4.

The proposed objectives were written as minimafYterminal
objectives,.to"be met at the, completion of grades two, 'five, eight
and twelve. They are intended to be met by the tygicql Cecil
County's.42dent;' the above average student will be expected to
surpass the objectives; the below average student may,not-meet
the objectives at the terminal points listed. These proposed-
objectives giye expectancies at each,level which must be kein-
fokced and eytended at each successive level. Using the proposed

,_,2....,cbjectives as a model, the schools are presently world rilg to develop
individual school objectives. The schools may adopt the proposed
objectives verbatim or they may modify them to Meet specific needs
of their pupils. This work of-the total staff in all school at,

all grade levels K - 12 will improve the existing curriculum objec-
tives.

o

A sample objective fresh each of the goal ax'eAs it listed
.below for grades five ancei'ght:

READING GOAL 3A. Determine,the literal meaning bf
reading materials. /

Proposed Objective or Grade 5 -

3AIl.Given a read ng selection on his instructional
level, the udent who has completed_the fifth
grade will e:able to answer questions in (

D-
referehce to'sequence of event, specific
details And main ideas.

Proposed Objective for Giade 8 7

3AM6.Given a selection on'his instructional level,
the student Wlio has completed the eighth grade
will write a 4,s. 'of details or main ideas
relating to the ,selection. Mi

/ WRITING GOAL 1E. ,Use the '''Writing prodes to. c nunicate
his thoughts aneleelius to gthers, u
accepted conventi6s--a.writihg: penmans

- spelling, punctuation, capi9ilization, usage
and sentence structure.

Proposed 0 jective for Grade 5 --:

i

1BI30.Upon quest of the teacher, '1.1e student who
has com lilted the fifth grade will write a
declarative, interrogative, imperative and
exclamatory sentpnce.

20 1
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Proposed Objeative'for Grade 8 -

1BM45.Given 'a topic to di'scuss, the student who has
completed the eighth grade will site using a
variety of sentence constructions (simple
sentences', sentences with compound subjects,
sentences with compound predicates, sentences
with both compound subjects ad compound piredi-

, ,
. 1- cates, and compound sentenceS).

MATHEMATICAL GOAL 2A Demonstrate the ability to pet-
form the operations of addition, subtraction,
multiplication and diviiion with respect to the
rational numbers.

. V

Proposed Objective for Grade 5 -

2AI5.Given twenty problems involving the division
with or without a remainder of *''one-digit
divisor and a four-digit dividend, the student
who'has Completed the fifth grade will be able
to:diVidewith eightypercent proficiency in.
thirty Ainutes one teacher-selected test. e.g.

67-5T7
Proposed. Objective for Grade 8 1-

2AM4794ven a division 'problem wi a two-cdigit
divisor, the, student who h&IcOmpleted the NC'.
eighth grade will find the' quotients.

D. Comments n the Accountability AsseSsment Program Results.
The Assessment Co pq ent of the AcCountability Program administered

. ,last year in graAes. 5,. 7'and 9 gave Cecil County statistical data. _

-------about the echievetent f these students in the areas ..,--of
Reading, Writing, and athematics. This was the first year that
the 1971 edition of the Iona Tests of Basic Skills was used in
Cecil County. This was also'the firstmxear that Coutitytecqe
have been compared to other $chools in Maryland which have similarN..

characteristics of student ability level and family socio-economic'
,level. Any comPexison of test data with previous data is theie- r

fore invalid. ,,The test instrument is actually assessing where the
County was before the school object'veS and County goals were
written. The results of future teVcs will indicate the effective-

. ness of these-efforts in the goalareas 111.-eading
, Writing and

Mathematics. .

,

4) 'About 90% of our schools lie within the limits defined,
as average when compared with the State of Maryland in all goal .

areas. The test results generally show tha't our mathematics and
reading comprehension programs are adequate for most of our
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students. Five schools have received asterisks, indicating above
average or below average achievement. Three of these schools
show outstanding achievement in mathematics.and/Or'reading compre-
hension. The points of greatest need appear toOpe in the areas of
language and vocabulary. Two schools, one in the atea of language
and one in the area of vocabulary, show exceptionally low achilkir
ment. The professional staff is presently working to ascertain'
reasons for the levels of achievement obtained in each school.
Consideration will be given'in !our study to the part,that program
effectiveneSs has played in this level of achievement. 'Other
possible causal factors such as stability of con charac,-
teristics of the home and family, stability of'spif, record'4f
attendance and continuity of enrollment-in thesate school will also
be considered. If this study enables us to i4entify,differences
in the effectiveness of certain programs, these characteristics
will then be duplicated in other schools.

,

,Although only one of our schools scored sufficiently low
in language to be identified as below the average, limits when
compared with the State, all schools showed a need for improvement
_4n this area. Although the language area of the Iowa Tests of
Basic Skills does riot adequately measure our Writing goals and
proposed objectives, it does Measure important skills such as
spelling, punctuation, capitalization and usage. Some steps have
already been-taken to'modify apparent deficits in these skills.
Additional instructional time has been allotted to instruction in
English in the elementary schools.. Groups of secondary school.
teachers are meeting each week to develop teaching strategies and
techniques foe-teaching,.Bnglish skills. Greater emphasis is being,
placed on this goal area K - 12.

E. ProgramUDdification Activities. Steps have also been.
taken to improve other goal area programs.- Additional i structional
time has been added to the Mathematics program in the el mentary
school. Materials for lower achieving mathematic S stud nts and
materials to develop mathematic thinking skills have be-n added
to the middle school program. A Reading Inservice Course of fifteen
sessions has been offered to all teachers in the County; 215 County
teachers have received credit for this course. An early dismissal,
of elementary schools each Wednesday ,has given additional planning
time for elementary teachers for insevice work. Another major
step that has modified the County program is the institution of
kindergarten. None of the students tested in Cecil County was
exposed to a County kindergarten program. These students,however,
are being compared with fifth graders, seventy-five percent of whom,
and third graders, ninety-two percent of whom, were exposed to \
kindergarten.,

Resources are always, an important factor in the quality
and/or the improvement of programs. Over the last four years
the current expenditure per pupil in,ecil County has been in the

20 6
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lowest twenty-five percent in the State. Last year Cecil_County
had a smaller number of professional people per thousand children,,
,tWan'any other system j.n the State; of Maryland. Moreover, Cecil
County is expending proportionally less each year'as its share of
the total expenditure per 'pupil for education costs. These facts
emphasize a strategic facet of the accountability Process=-that
of the joint responsibility between professionals and
the education of youth. Cedil County professionals have set goals
and objectives for county students the test instruments have
assessed the 'strengths-and weaknesses of thd schools in the'goal
areas,, the educational programs are being analyzed to ascertain
characteristics of outstanding schools,and modifications within'
our current budget limitations are being made. Future modifica-
tions may need additional funding. In the'last analysis the
professional staff of Cecil dounty solicits the support, both
moral and financial, of the lay public In understanding accounta-
bility and-its goal to produce adequate education for Maryland
children.

V
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-CECIL COUNTY

TABLE I.

. .

A. COMMUNITYCHARACTERISTLCS

.COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES. PROFILE*

,--: 41)
.

TOTAL' '
'POPULATION

(2) .

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME,

(3) '

PERCENT.
DISADVANTAGED

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
. .

53.291 $9,042 26.2'

n

14)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL'
MALES 25 YEARS
OF. AGE OR OLDER . I

. (MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS).S 4

1 (5)

EDUCATIONWLEVEL
FEMALES 2styeAas

.i OF AGE DR.:OLDER
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

10.6 11.

26 SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPTEMBER-, 1973)

(6)

TOTAL .

' SCHOOL
ENROLLMENT

.(7)

AVERAGE
TEACHER.
SALARY

(8)

AVERAGE
ADMINISTRATOR.

SALARY

ea. M
AVERAGE
YEARS

TEACHI 0

EXPERIENCE

. (10)

... AVERAGE
YEARS

' ADMINISTRATOR .

EXPERIENCE :

13,513 $10,068 $17,188 .64 12.9

(11) .

PERCENT STAFF
MASTERS DEGREES\

OR ABOVE

i12)

SCMOOL LEVEL'
PURWSTAFF-

RATIO

(13

PERCENT .- -'

'AVG. DAILY,
ATTENDANCE

18.3 21.4
. ,

93.. '

C.. FINANC,IAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972 -1973. SCHOOL YEAR)

°'

(14)

TOTAL
PER PUPIL
COST

.

. (15)

.. ,.PER PUPIL
INSTRUCTIONAL

COSTS .,,z,
..

...

(16)

PERCENT
EXPENSES

ALLOTTED TO
INSTRUCTION i:

, .

.

."1./ (17)

PER PUPIL
, ADMINISTRATIVE

(CENTRAL OFFICE)
. COSTS

18.51 $602.85 7:3.7: '$21.72

(18)

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO ,

ADMINISTRATION
(CENTRAL.OFFICE)

0 .
(19)

PER PUPIL
PUPIL PERSON
NEL SERVICES

COSTS

,., (20)
.

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

PUPIL PERSONNEL
SERVICES

2.7 . b $6.30 o.a

t °

*SEE APPENDIX,A FOt DEFINITI9N-015,TERN5 AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED VN THIS TABLE.

208.



UNTY

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE) ,

-AND.ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT,(GRADE EQUIVALENCE),
BY SKILL /AREAS

SKILL
AREAS

(I)

GRADE
,

421

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS.
ENROLLED*

A (3)

A
PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TES. ED**

-
(4)

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED -

u)
AVERAGE

STANDARD
1 AGE
SCORE

. (SASIt

(6)

. STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SDI

(7/

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
. (GE)tt

(8)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

.(51))

(1) .,.

/

12

'VOCAB LARY

-

3 .1071 96.7 16
.

98.0 '

..c.

15.29 3.33 1.10 .

5 1115

\

96.66A, 16

,

100.4 15.03

.

5.04 .1,54

7 1128'6 91.12 6 101.1
p. ?

24.45 6.79 , 1474:

9 1006 .80.12 5 101.2 Ay 15.11
.

8.38
.

2001

(

EADING-
OWE-.

HENS ION \

3 1071 r '966.73. 16 ' 98.0 15.29 3.47. 341$

5 '1115 . 96.68 16 100.4
. .

:543 ? 5.20 1147

1126 91..12 6
lit

101.1 ,..,

.

14.45 6.96 - 1..62

9 1006 80.12 v' 101:2 15.130 8.41 1.61

(3)
co

... '

'SPELLING

'3

,

1071
.

96.7i. 16.

:

98.8 15.29 3.83 I.3i

5 1115

a

96.60 16 , . 100.4. 15.03 5.34 .143

1126 91.12 6 101.1 14.45 6.81 2.13 :',

1006 60.12 s

-.

. 4..1

loitl 35.11.,
$.36- 2.27

A

14) % °
r

ttAPITAL-..',
IZATIOW.,

-a
....

s

'3 1 1071 96.73 16 98.0 15629 3.67 1.25

5 1115 96.68 . \,,.. 16 100.4 . 25.03 , 5.35' 1.60

7 1126 91.12 6 101.1 14.45 6.69 149

'.

r

1006

4

$0.12
A

5 , 101.2 15.11 4.26 2.10

(5) ,,

PUNCTUATION

,

.--.1.;
..1071 96.73 . 16 96.0 15.29 3.70 .1.31

1115 96.611 16 100.4 15.03 5.34 1.61

e.

1126 91.12 6 101.1 14.45 6.64 1.94

9 1006 80.12 5 . 101.2 15,11 6.06 2w14

t/30/75. ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADIO CLASSES.
41

.

** NUMDER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NU411ER ENROLLED 9/30/73. EXPRESSED AS A PERCOITAGE.

t STANDARD'. AGE SCORE.(SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY. FORM It 19/1 EDITION.

THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3. 51 70 AND 9 .ARE 1001 NATIONAL SD.* 16.

11 GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE') DERIVED FROM IOHA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS. FORM 5. 1971 EDITION... THE MEANS IN THE

NATION/440RM GROUPFOR GRADES 1, 5, 7. AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7. 5.7.7.7, 9.4 }VAKYING SLIGHTLY

FOR EACH SKILL AREA.



CECIL COUNTY,
.

TABLE 4. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE),
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENTi( RADE EQUIVALENCE),
'SY'SKILI AREAS (CONTINUO,) j

..

SKILL
f -AREAS

(1)

. GRADE

- .-

(2)

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLED *

(3)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
,TESTED**

(4)

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS

' TESTED

45)
AVER+
STAND D

CO E
(SA ) t

'

k 6)

. STANDARD
.D. VIATION

(SD)

(7)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUiVALENCE
(GE) tt

'....(8I

.

STANDARDe
'DEVIATION,

. (SD)

...

(0)'

LANGUAGE
USAGE

. .

3 1071 96.73 16
4

98 0 70.29 3.40 1.30.

5 1115 96.68, 16 'i10 .4 15.0? 4.98 1.66

7 1126 91.12 6 -%. 10 .1 - 14.45 6.581 1.94

9 1006 10.12 5 ' 1 1.2 15.11 7.92 2.21

(7) '

LANGUAGE
TOTAL 4

'

-

3 1071 96.73 16

-

r 8.0 ' --15. 9 3.65 "4 1.14'

5 1115
1

r
96.68 16 00.4 15.#3

.

5.25 1.48

7

../....... '

1126 ' 91.12 .6

* C

101.1 14.45 6.68 1.71

..

1006, 80.12 5 .A01.2 15.11 alli 1.91.

(8)
.

MATHEMATICAL
CONCEPTS

1071 96.73 16 98.0 15.29 .3.57 :1.02

5 1115 96.68:'
.

100.4 15.03 "5.72 1.49

7 1126 91.12 6

- ,

,101.1 14.45 7.36 1.61

I. 1006 80.12 5 -t',101.2,101.2 15'.11 8.69 . 1.81

(2)

,MATHEMATICAL
PROBLEMS

3 1071 96.73 ' 16 98.0 15.29 3.50 1.07
e

5 1115 96.68 16 W00.4 15.03 5.43 141

1126 91.12 6

,

101.1 14.45
.

7.18 1.63

1006 80.12 '101.2 . 15.11 8.49 1.74

110)

MATHEMATICAL
TOTAL

p,Ii.....-....-- 1071 96.73 16 984 15.29 3.54 . .99

5 1115 96.6
r

16 190.4 15.03 : 5.57 . 1.32

. 1126 91.12 G 7tQ1s1 14.45 ', 7.27 1.53

1006 . 80.12 5. 101.2 15.11 8.59 1.65

* AS OF 9/30/13, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES,

** NURSER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED47 NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A RERCENTAtEi

t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES'7EST. NONVERBAL BATTERY. FORM34 1971 EDITION.
THE MEDIANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, T. AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 98.26, 100.20 101.17,
AND 401.19.1 NATIONAL SD 16.

tt GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKIL.LS* FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. 74E'REDIANS FOR THE
SCHOOL MEANS IN THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7.5.7, 7.6. AO 9.4,
VARYING SLIGHTLY FOR EACH SKILL AREA (SEE APPENDIX A). NATIONAL SD FOR GRADE EQUIVALENCE NOT AVAILABLE.

r
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(BAINBRIDGE - ELKTON SR)

A

TABI2E 3. SelkfOOL LEVEL =COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
gRAF ILE*

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
. ..' PERCENT . PERCENT

PERCENT MEDIAN' MEDIAN
4 TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS STAFF

GRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S DISAD.. EDUCA..
. FAMILY

OR6ANI- ENROLL- STAFF ATTEN DEGREE 11AN... TION OF INCOME-

TEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.ZA7rON MENT RATIO DANCE OR ABOVE TAGED MOTHER (S),SCHOOL NAME .111 (21 (31 (4') (5) (6). (7) (6) (9) (10) 111) 112)

.1

BAINBRIDGE .4K-6 527 28.5 95.9 17.5 .0 6.3 13.0 21:6 10.6 12.1 ' 7701.0

BAY VII( K-5 665 28.9 95.3 22.0 1.0 6.5, 21.0 17.4 11.2 11.2 9126.0

*
CALVERt K..-6, 274 23.8 96.8 10.5 1.0 8.6 12.5 13.0 6.4- 12.0 9964.0

rt

CECIL MANOR 4 '' K.54 372 28.6 96.7 12.0 1.0 8.4 5.0 7.7 2.7 11.5 10344.04

A' r 0

CECILTON

v

K -6 421 2841 95.9 14.0 1.0 10.5 9.0 26.7 20.4 11.3' 7734.0

CHARLESTON K.5 135 20.8 95.1 5.5 1.0 3.7 14.0 23.1 18.2 11.0 .8950.0

CHESAPEAKE CITY K -6 508 27.5 96.2 17.5 1.0 7.5 11.0 10.8 175 11.0 8764.0
O

CONOVINGO K-6 413 '.27.5 95.5 14.0 1.0 12.3 6.0 20.0 12.8 11.2 . '1913.01

ELKTON 289 24.1 93.4 11.0 1.0 4.5 8.5 16.7 20.6 . 10.7 8703.0
C.

GILPIN MANOR 407 20.3 95.4 19.0 1.0 7.0 14.5 10.0 3.7 11.4 , 10135..0

.

HOLLY HALL K4 417- 26.1 46.1 V ..,.15.0 1.0 ' 6.3 25.0 12.5 11.4 10.7 8960.0

,KENMORE K..5 . 262 . 23.8. 96.2 10.0 1,0 8.7 12.0. 36.4 7.9, 11.3 999910

LEEDS K*5 328 23.6 95.6 12.9 1.0 512 8.0 7.2 9.4 11.2 9766.0
' . 4

,NORTH EAST K5 631 _26.3 94.8 23.0 1.0 .10.3 11.0 4.2 11.3 11.0 8990.0

---PERRYVILLE K -6 708 23.6 96.1 28.0 2.0 7.4 13.5 .:13143 12.2 ' 11.8 9137.00
.,

.
r

RISING SUN K -6 602 26.2 9608 22.0 1.0 12.0 22.0 11.0. 6.4 .11:9 9632:0

CHERRY HILL MIDDLE 6 -8 . 525 20.2 94.01 24.0 2.0 9.2 14.17, 23.1 6.5 11.3 1000.00

,, t
0

ELKTON MIDDLE ,, 64. 5410 19.3, 94.3 26.0 .2.0 8.7 10.0 25:0 ia 11.0 '9425.0

NORTH EAST MIDDLE.. 6 -8 907 28.3 92.60 23.0 2.0 15.3 2440 12.1 11:1' 9084.0:

.

0BOHEMIA MANOR JR SR .3 ..12 788 23.2 89.5 32.0 2.0 4.4 9.0

(

11.8 19.0 11.1 8283.0

(..?ELKTON SR HIGH 0
9 -12 1270 22.7 90.0 53.0 3i0 9.3 11.0 25.0 9.7 11.1 9644.0

t

'.SEE APRPNDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

oA



(BAINBRIDGE - ELKTON SR)

CECIL COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

TABLE 4. RiLATIONOF ACHIEVEME T TO MARYLAND, NORMS; BY VSKILL:

AREAS, WITH. NONVERBA ABILITY. STATISTICALLY
CONT.ROLLED* .

SKILL AREAS
v14

VOCABULARY READING COMPRi NSION .
LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL.

SCHOOL NAME, GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE

SAS GE

intNemosE 3 100.3 3.40
5 104.4 4.94

0
SAY VIEW . 3 93.3 3.23

5 99.5 4.79

CALVPHT 3 105.1 3.72
5 105.3 5.77

CECIL MANOR i_ 107.6 23.72
5 '111.2 .15.91

V

.

"CkCILTON 3 98.5 2.96
5 96.6 4.45

thoLLsTowa 3 93.1 , 3.21
5 105.5 4.74

CMESAOAKi. CITY 3' 97.0 3'.02

5 100.0 445 7,

CONOW/NGO 3 94.9 .. 3.46
5 95.6 5.25

ECKTOM 3 92.2 2.81
5 89.4 4.74

AILI44, MANOR 3 100.6 3.43
4'.. 5 99.9 5.03,

4

MOLLY 'HALL 3, 98.3 3:29 '
5 98:2 4.81

KENMORE '- 3 89.1 2487
. 05 96.2 4.94

,LEEDS 'tt 3 96.9 3.17
5 100.0 5.03

.

NORTH EAST * 99.8 3.27
5 102.1 5.13

-,n,

PLRRYVILLL 5 56.8 3.56
5 101.4 5.12

RISING GUI.
,3 99.7 3.57

4$
5 102.6 5.55

P
CHERRY HILL. MIrbLE 7 103.0 6.92

ELKTON MIDDLE 7 101,0 6.69

No5714 EAST miopLE 7 99.7 6.43

ohm,' MAiIOR JR SR 7- 99.6 6.42
9 99.9 8.10

ELKTON SR NIGH 9 101.9 8.46

MARY.. DIFFER-
LAND. EMCE
NORM

3.55
5.36

3.13
5404

3.43
5.50

.

3.96.
5.66

3.41
4.50

.3:11
5.41

3.33
5.04

3444
4.77

3.04
4,33

5.56
5.11

5459'
4.92

2.90
4.86

3.54
5.09

3.49
5.19

3.35
5.20

4

342 ''

50.30

.

7610

-6.89,

6.74

6.70
8.19

8.46.

,

AVERAGE

6E

m.15 3.57
5.22

4.10 3.32
-.25 5.02

-.11 3.73
+.27 6.21

.

-.24 3.99
+.05 6.09

.05 5.22
-.35 5,53.

.

Z:.'

+.17 3,147
-.67 5.23

: 3.142
-.39 . 5.03

+.42 3.95
e.44 5.17

...ED 2.51+

+.41 ..4.79

-.13 '' 3.41
.4.011 4.88"

.

m.18 , 3.59
m.11' --. 5.04

-.03 %.i6
4.13`'. 5.04

,..

m.14 ..,,,3.11

m,06''' 5.12

..7.22 3.31
..06 5.18

..25-.- 5.'65

..08 5.24

403S ',, 3.68
+.20 '..5.51'

-.16 7.00

6.89

+.09 6.89.

m.28 m 6.67:
m609 8.15

'

+.00 8.40

MARY..

LANG
NORM

3.4
5 52

.17
X5.15.

i 3.94
../ 5.61

4.07
5.98

3.50
4.9i4

.

3.15
5.54

3.39
5.17

5452
±''' 4.88

in

5:08
,4.43

23.63
5021'

4.46
5.03

2.91
4.95

-3.39
5.19

'3..57
5.31'

300
-5.51

n
3.59
5.41

7610.

6.94

6.81

6.77
- 845!

0.40

DIFFER - AVERAGE ,MARYm DIFFERm AVERAGE .441ANYm OTFEER -'

ENCE ..AND rNCE ' AND EWE '

6E 'NORM -- 4E.- NORM
1

. -.07 3.75 3.99 m..24 3:67 3.62 4.05

-.30 .5.33 5..1 -.26 5.76 5.66 4.10

4.15 3.44 .. 3:54 -.10 ' 3.34
-.13 4.94 5.3

:
° 059 5.27

.m.21 -3.91, 4.27 4036 V 3.93

+660 0 5.92 5.73 +019 ,,,6.32

4
3.27 4.07
5.56 m418

/

3.88 i.00
5.77 +.58

4440 +.07 3.88 A.01 -.6.m.08 4.47
4.11 6.18 6.15 +643, 6150 6.17 4.39

4

m:280 3.47' 3.86 ...39. 5.55 . 4.52 +.03
malr 64/7 5.10 -.33 5.13 5.15 -.02 C

.
-

'.:.

4.32 3.60 3.53 -4.07 5.42 . 3.26 +616
m.31 5.41

.
54/4 1-.33 5.64 . 5.77 ,,

4.03 5.44''
m614 4.0'

3.*4
5.36

sim.32 3.25 3.45 m.20-
-.39 5618 5.40 .M412,

.43
5/

5.88 4.50 .3.99 3:55

+.29 * , ;ir 5.06 6 +.54 "5.48 5411

.

''. -.2$ v.24,45 -'. 3.46 m.5.0 3.14 3.21

+.36 WOW 4.65 +.117 5.01 4.70

4.44 r /

4.37

-.07
4.31

3.65 ''.11,8 '---.22 ",.3.45.- .,..5..95' -.53 3.57
m.33 , 4.13 .."..-6.38 ".55" 5.20 .. 5,44 m.23

+13; 3.66 3483'.. m.17 3.45 5.52 m.074.01
5.06 5.25., -.19 5446 ,..0.5!29.' +.17

..,

4.25 302 .3.294 -.07 3.08 - 5.0$ +.42

+.09' 4.77 5.13 '' -.36 5.3/ 1'5.18 +.13
r

m.18 3.37 03.175 ....5W. 3.20 3.45 -.. -.25.

m.07 5.17 . 5.3e -.....gt 5.34, 5:43 -.09 '

m.26 34'54 . . 5.954'. .°49 3.56- 3.60 m.04

.m.134 "5.19 4.514 ..7.3241 '.5.51W 5.54 +.04

,;.71,.- "

4.27 5 " 3.77.i -4.03 3.841. 4.414, +.18
.

....O./ - 506 54%%5., t' 17 ':',5n55 5.5 4.55,

+.0 4661 '3.05.' +.06 3.54 3.61'., +627

+.In 5.51
;,

5.54 +.27 .6.10
e .

,

5.50 .+.59 M
i

m.14 808 7.17, m449 7.300 ..
7.41 ' 4.11

-''' m605 6457 7.00 445 - 7.18 7.24 -.06

+.18 6.59 6.87 M.28 74.04 .7299 .045

-.10 5.38 5A2 14.44 6.98 7.04 m.064 :

.4.02 70112 8.16
v
m74 8432 adto rt08

4
4,

'4.00 8.49 8.41 -'02 8.71 8 8.66. 4.05

t SEE CHAPTER 5. SECTION 4.1.2 FOR OEFINITION5 OF TEEM USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISKAW
ACCOMPANY.NG "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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(BAINBRIDGE ELKTON SR)

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY 'SOU
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*

CLCIL COUNTY
ScH001. SYSTEM

SWILL AREAS
s

**.** I . * ******
VOCARULARY .READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL I

MATIJEMATICAL:TOTAL"
SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY + DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER - AVERAGE MARY- DiFFER:12s. LAND ENCE LAND ENCE LANG ENCE LAND oce

1141NURI DGE

47'91E4

CALVERT-.

CECIL WA 40/

3
5

3
5

4
5

3
5

SAS

100.3
104.4

93.3
44.5

.

165.r
105.3

107.6
111.2

CLCILTON 5 98.5
5 96,6

CHARLLS44.1 3 93,1
5

.
105.5

01,15APEAKE CIT) 3 97.0
5 10.0.

A
CON0i1N00 0 98.9

5 95.6
ELKTON 4" 9242

5' 89.4

,
SILPIN MANOR 3 100.6*

..'.5 '99:9

1401:1.7 4N ALL . 3 98.3
5 96.2

"kLNRORE .89.i

(f.

96.2

"'LEEDS 3 96.9
5 100,0

NORTH EAST 3 49.8
5 102.1

PLItNYVILLL .. 3 96.8
5 151.4

-..

.

RISING 51/14 3 90.74
5 102.6

co
* 6

CHERRY RILL utet,Le. 7 105.9

El..6704,MIUJLE -7 101.0

NORTH FAST NIGGLE 7 99.7

upiAmin MAAR 4R SR 7 99.6
9- 99.9

ELKTOri'Sil HIGH 9 lOf.9

GS NORM GE NORM GE NORM GE NOR' '

3.40 3.56 -.16 3.57 5.62 -.05
4.94 5.54 .60 5.22 5.59- -.37

3.23 3.11 4.12 Di 3.02. ' 3.16 4.16
4.79 5.12 -.33 5.02 5.20 -.18

*.

3.72 3.87 -.15 3.73 3.94 -.21
5.77 5.62 4.15 6.21 .5.67 +.54

3.7 4.03 -.31 3.99 4.11 +.12
5.91 '6.13 -.22 6.09 6.14 -.05

,,112.96 3.45 +.44 3.22 3.50 .....28
4.45 4.87 +.42 4.83 4.96 +.13

3.28 3.40 3.47 . 3.14 '4.33
4.74 5.64, 5.23 5.68 +.45

'

+.14

3.02 ' 3.35 -.33 3.42
t:,°4

4.65 5.17 -.52 5.03 . .%3f,

, .

3.86
5.25 .4.19 4.46 5.17 '

5.47 +.34 3.95
.., am 4.42

4.29
2.01
4.74 %. 4.25 4.114 11.79

5041 +.23 2.84
.55. 4.4

tv6 -.i

5.43 3.58 ...15 3.41. 3.54 -.23
5.03 5.15' +13 4.88 5.d3 +.35 ,

3.29 . 3.45 -.111 '3.59 3.49 +.10,
4.01. 5.01 ....26 5.04 5109 +.05

2.67
4.99

2.54 4.03 3.16
404 4./5 5.04

2.88 , 4.28
.4.95 4.11

D

3.17 13.34 ,....141.71141 3.21 3.39. +.18
5.03 5.17 +.14 5.12 . 5.24 -.12

3.27 3.53 -.26 3.31' S.59 .4 '+.20
5.13 5.35 -.22 6.18 5.41 -.23

3.58 3.34 40..24 3.68. 3439 4.295.I2 5.29 -.17 A5.24 . 5.35 . ...11

3.57 3.52 4.06 3.66 a '3,55' -4410
5.50 5.39 +.11 5.11 .5.45 4.05

.

6492 7.15 ..23 7.00 . i.16 ,'...16
'

. . ., ,

6.69 6.93 ...14 6.89 .6.96 -.07

6.83 6.78 ,+.85 6.89' 6.83 +.06
...

6.42 6.77 .7,36 6.67 6.82 +.15'
8.10 8.35 -.25 8.15 0.19 .....04

.

8.1.6 8a50 +.12 810 , 602 ..02

3.75 3.97 -.22 3.67 3.65
5.13 5.75 +.42 576 5.79

5.44 3.53 +.04 3.54 ,NV,'
4.94 5.38 +.44 5.27 5.42

\

3.41 4.27 +.56., 5.95 3.91
5.92 5.82 4.10 6.32 5.85
4.47 4.42 4.05 3.88 4.05
6.58, 6.27 4.31 6.56 6.29

3.47 3.86 +.39 3.55 3.55
4.77 / 5.16 -.39 ' 5.13 5.21

3.60 3.52 4.08 3.42 3.25
5.41 5.84 4.43 5.64 5.87'

3.76 +.32, 3.25 3.47
11.191 5.42 +.45 5.250. 5.46

4.35 3.811 3.99 0.57
5.60 5.09 4.51 5.48 5.13
2.96 '3.46. 1-.5" 3.14
4.42 4.62 4.20 5.01 :::"17

I* %

3.45 ' 3.99 +.54 5.57 3.67
4.43 5.41 +.54' 5.,20 5.45 '

,
.

.3.66 3.54. -.18 3..45 3.54.
5.46 5.28 -.22 5.46 5.33

44,

3.47 -.65 3.08 3.04
4.77 5.13 -.56 5.18

:

N.57 3.76
.0

+.54 3.20 3.46'
5.17 5.42 .25 5.34 5.46

9

3.54 3.94 +.40 3.55 3.62
5.19 5.58 ...MI 5.56 5.62

3.80 3.75 +.05
, 3.63 3.465.28 5.53 4..25 5.85 5.56

4.01 3.93 4.08 3.04
.

3.62
5.81 5.62 ,4.14 * 6.16 5.65

.6.68 7.22
.

.154. 7.30 7.43

6:47 7.04 4.47 7.18 7.24

-.
'. 4%

6.59 '6.93 -.59 7.69 7.12

6.18' 6.92 .....54 6.98 7.11
7.42 8.30 ....WI 8.32 8.48

.

5.09 8.50 +1 8.71 8.70

$66 6APTER 4. SECTION411.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OP TERMS USED.AND.614LANATION011 ASTERTSM I*1
+

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENC " SCORES.

'CP

1ho. 3
Cl

4 -3.62

4.02
-.03

4.07%
-.15

.

4.52
+.47

-.17
+.27

+.00
+.08

+.17
-.23

-.22
-.18

+.40
4 35

::g:

-.10
-.25

-.09
4.13

+Alt
4,;13

. -.06
-.09

4.17
4,29

4.26
4.53

-.13

..

....06

+.08

+.13
....AA

4.01



,(NORTH EAST; JR SR - RISING SUW4R SR)

,

TABLE 3; SCHOOL.LEVEL--COMi4UNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES`':
- PROFILE*

.

SCHOOL NAME

GRADE
ORGANI°
ZATION
IL (11

TOTAL
SCHOOL
ENROLL-
MENT.

'°12)

'

PUPIL/
STAFF
RAW%
(31'

PERCENT
AVERAGE
.DAILK
ATTEN'
DANCE
(41

TOTAL NO.
AVERAGE YEARS
EXPERIENCE

PERCENT
STAFF

MASTER'S
DEGREE

OR ABOVE
191

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

PERCENT
DISAD-
VAN-

TAGED
(10)

MEDIAN
EDUCA°
TION OF
MOTHER-
(111.

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME
(SY
(121

TEACHER
' 0)

ADMIN.
(6)

TEACHER
(7) ,

...--

ADMIN.
($1 '

0
.7...

NORTH EST JR SR, '9°12 792 18.9 89.0 40.0 2.0 f.9 12.5 30.9 13.2 11.1

PERRYVILLE JR SR. 7°12 796 21.5 93.0 '35.0 2,0' 8.1 14.0 24.3 14.1 12.0

RISING SUN JR SR 7°12 1135 -23.2 92.0 47.0 2.0 11.9 19.0 22.4 9.0 11.7.

ti

.

4
SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION' OF TERMS.

'44

2 1 4
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9517.0



(NORTH EAST JR: SR - RURING SUN JR (SR:).

C40IL COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

TABLE:4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

ARIEAS,WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLED*

skiv. AREAS

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

SCHOOL NAME

NURTH EAST UP SR

PLRRYV/LLL JR SH

RiSINS SUN JR 5R

GRACIE AVERAGE AVERAGE

SAS GE

9 100.5 8.13

7 101.6 6.55
9 103.3 8.56

o

7 101.7 7.16
9 100.2 6.62

MARY-,
LAND
NORM

4.29

6.86
8.54

.

6.93
8.31

DIFFER- AVERAGE
Dig

GE

-.16 6.33
.,......

-.31 .15.96
4.04 8.61

. .23 7.21
.31 6.55

MARY.
LAND
NORM

0.22

6.93
8.46

6.98
8.16

OIFFER.;AVETTAITE
ENCE

SE

.11 7.63

4.03 6.42
4.15 8.68

4.29 6.48
4.39 6.23

MARY-
LANG
NORM.

8.26

6.93
0/41

7.01
8.23

OIFFFR.-AYERMIE
ENCE

GE
7

-.33 8.39

-.11 7.25
,.4.27 8.79

-.03
4.00 78:g,

MARY.,

LAN°
NORM

8.49

7.10
8.69

bl!

DIFFER-
ENCE

' f.-4.10

.11
4.10

::1;

t. SEE CHAPTER 4t SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OP TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OP ASTERISK 011

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES., .

,) cZf
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tN°RTH EAST JR SR - RISING SUN JR SR?'

CLCIL COUNTY
.

SCHOOL. SYSTEM

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEME
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL
STATISTICALLY CONTRO LED*

I TO ARTCAIID-NekttS7 BY SKILL
ABILITY ANDflSOCIOECONOMIC STATUS

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL. MATHEMATICAL TOTAL/ , -..SCHOOL NAME GRADE ,AVERAGE.AVERAGE

SA5 GE

MARY..
LAND
NORM

DIFFER., AVERAGE
910E

'''' , GE

MARY.
LAND'
NORM

DIFFER.. AVERAGE
E4CE

OE

MARY.
LAND
NORM"-

DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY.EWE LAND
OF 4 NORM .

NORTH FAST JR SR 9 100.5 8.13 8.42 1..20 8.33 8.26 .07- 7.93 8.36 7.43 8.39 8.55

PLRALLL JR SR' 7' 101.6 6.55 6.99 ...44 6.96 7.02 ..06 6.82 7.10 -en 7.25 7.309 103.3
t

8.58
,

8.74 7.16, 8.61 8.59 .02 8.48 8.64 .04 5.79 8.48

RISING SUN JR SA 7 101.7 7.16 7.00 4..16 7.27 7.03 .24 608 7.10 -.12 7.75 ° 7.3169 100.2 8.62 8.39 .23 8.55 8.22 4.33 8.23 8.33 -.10 18.66 8.52

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (4)ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

4,
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0

0

9
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/-1

LOCAL SCHOOL SYSTEM LEVEL -- ACCOUNTABILITY ASSESSMENT INFORMATION

4.9 CHARLES COUNT

School System Gbals and Objectives

4

A. General. The Charles County SchooltSys has, since the

latter pat of operated on the basis of corre ative systeM-

wide and school objectives related to formal surveys of achievement.

Our recently developed five-year p ,tan and the goals and objectives

therein. dc Meet the standards set down by the, Maryland Account-

ability Program. Following are excerpts from the Charles County

School System Five-Year Master Plan (FY, 75 -'FY 80) which address

themselvep direct* to thesrequested narrative to accompanying

loCal assessment data.

B., Goal petting Activity. The planning process used in

the Charles County gahocil $ystem'begins with the establishment

of the 'school system goals. The Writing of goal statements is

based upon certain basic beliefs about the educational process

in America. These beliefs are articulated and recorded so as

to serve both as a foundation andas criteria for further work on

the goal statements: Once,the basic beliefs have been determined,

the goal writing work can begin.
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Recommended goal statements are prepared by a group ofteachers4.staff members and principals working together ,inspecial committee appOinted by the Superintendent. The committee.seeks data from all available source's and temPers this, data withprofessional judgement and experience. A draft,of the recommendedgoal statements is then ready for the required coordination andreview. The recommended goal 'Statements are circulate0 td.tstaffmembers, teachers, anctmembers of the community for review andcomment. After return of the comments, the proposed goals arerevised and sent, to the superirltendent.
The 'superintendent:reviews and approves the goalsIdlich are sent to the, Board ofEducation for final approval. The approved goals are.forwardedto the Maryland State Department of Education to ifisure they aresupportive of the State educational goals.c9.

C. Charles County School System Goals. Based upon theState-wide Goals in Reading, Writing, and Mathematics, adopted by,the Maryland State Board of Educationt,,,Charqqs Connty has developedthe following Local System Goals:

. In Reading, upon completion of
his/her.elehentary7secondaryschool reading program, each student should b able to dO thefollowing consistent with his/her expected performance level:°.

1.A. Identify own purposes for reading print-and non-printmaterials.

1.B. Use a wide vari9ty of available print and non-printmaterials appropriate in difficulty and content.
.

2.A., Demonstrate the recognition and use of basic sightvocabulary (such as Dolch).

2.B.,Use a word recognition system including context andpicture clue:5, phonetic analysis, structural'analysis, and authority (i.e., glossary, dictionary,and peer clues).

c.,2.0 Demonstrate word knowledge-by pronouncing wordsand identifying their appropriate meanings.
3.A. Demonstrate an understanding of a variety of readihgmaterials. '1

3.B. Demonstrate the'use of the literal, critical, andcreative levels of comprehension.

9'.A. Follow directions.

A.B. Locate references.

a,



4.C. Gain infOrmation.

4.D. Understamd forms. ,

4.E Attain perional dev Ippment.

5.A. Demonstrate a varier of reading interests.

5.B. Demonstrate. a positive attitude toward reading.

n- Writing, upon completion of his/her publid school

education, each studen should be able to do the following,Con-

sistent with his/her xpected performance level:

Using tne
the situation, stu

orM, language, and. Mechanics
lilts will:
wyN

their personal heeas,
their own, use.

their personal thoughts and feelings.

1.A. Write-to express
and feelings for

1.B. Write to express
to qthers.

2.A. Write for social purposes.

2.11: Write for business/vdcatlonal.purposes.
. s

2.C. Write Ifor scholastic purposes.

3.A. Demonstrate an awareness of the importance o
for personal reasons.

3.B. Demoristrate an awareness of the importance o

for social reasons.

3.C. Demonstrate satisfaction from. writing.
j

TM Mathematics, each student who has completed the

elementary-secondary school mathematics program should:

wri

1.A. Recall and recognize the correct .usage of, mathematical

terms and symbols.

.1.B. Recall and recognize the basic facts of addition,
subtraction, multiplication, and division. ,

1.C. Rbcognize geometric figures.

1.D. Recall. units of measui'e.

2.A. Perform the basic operations of addition, subtraction
multiplication, and division.

2 I 9
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2.B. Measure using both the metric and English,unitsof measurements.

2.C. Use measuring, computational, and graphic devices:

2.D. Solve simple equations and inequalities.
A i0
-2:E. Dew geometric shapes and figUres.

3.A. Understand the concept of whole numberis, fractions,and decimals.

3.B.'Comprehend mathematical processes involving whole
numbers, fractions,-and decirdals.:

3.C. Demonstrate an understanding of the\concepts
associated with the use of graphs, charts, tables,and measuring instruments.'

3.D. Translate a mathematical statement to a physicalmodel.

4.A. Be alole to read a mathematical problem, interpretthe information given and determine a method ofsolution.

4.B. Apply the appropriate skil s in a logical sequenceto solve a problem.
.

4.C. Edtimate a reasonable answer for a problem.

4.D.. Test accuracy lof a solution of the problem.

5.A. Utilize mathematical concepts and skills to solvemathematical problems.

5.B. Transfer and utilize mathematical reasoning andknowledge to the solution of mathematical problems:and life situation.

6.A. Recognize the application mathematics to hisday-to-day experiences.

6.13. Relate mathematics to other subject areas, such, asscience, art, music, etc.

D. Objective Setting Activities. Objectives are Written atthree organizational levels; the system-wide level, the divisionor office level, and the school or department level. "Objectives-/are labeled with a prefix which'identifies the particular organ-izational level, i.e,', system, division or school. The term."goal" is used only to describe the highest level'of purposeand is not repeated at any lower level.

r3 le). ito
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The Charles Count School System Dual Testin/ Program.

Aside from some benefits which the ITBS May have relatIvelt ross
comparisons with State and National nooms, we have not yet ;er7

mined, nor may we be able to determine, what value these test

results would have in relation to our goals and objectives and

in the specificity reguied for valid .'needs assessment. Charles

County is one of 'the several school systems that has retained

its own, more eXtensivel testing program, using the Metropolitan'

Achievement Test The MAT is administexed in grades 1 through *8,

and .grade 10 and the 'accompanying Otis-Lennon I.Q. test is

administered in grades 1 through 10.--/n'this third year of our

own testing program, we have 'obt ed-much insight into_our needs, :

achievements agd weaknesses through ry specific item analysia, a.

three years of tracking and the measurement of many more areas

and levels than are covered by the ,ITBS.

E. Progress of Schools Toward System Goals_Not Covered By

State Assessment Instruments. The Charles County goals and

jectives extend beyond-the requirements ofpthe State Account-
Program and cover all areas required, by the findings of

'base line data assessment. They apply to the straightforward

management activities which are designed to produce efficiency,

in'the suppott services which make the school system operate.

They also apply to the development of attitudes,and characteristics

in students as represented by the goals and objectives,insudh
areas as the gifted and talented, career education, special education,

human relations and the like. As a result of some very specific

objectives, we have noted improvement since last year in school

behavior, vocabularY, reading and other pertinent areas.

F. Program Modification' Activities During the Reporting year

and Plans for Further Modification. Aa a result of our surveys,

the Charles County Schools leave developed an Educational Program'
Control Committee both to set up program, project, and experimental

standards by which to improve the quality of ongoing and new pr6grams

and also to eliminate the proliferation of programs which either

are not effective or create problems relative to valid assessment.

Also, formal surveys have been conducted in the areas of science,

social studies and language arts todetermine variables and causes

relating to exhibited program weaknesses. Much is being doneto
apply the findings of our surveys and assessments toward program
modification and insights into required innovative programs

and projects.

G. Comments on the Results.of -Accountability Assessment

Program for,our system. The Uharles county standardized testing

was cone 19,tn two' sets of tests:. The ITES'(lowa Tests of,Bpsic

Skills) 'al* Cognitive Abilities Test; which were State-diredted.

and the County's own Metropolitan Achievement Test (MAT) and the,

Otis-Lennon Mental Abilities.Test. Both I.Q. tests placed Charles

County students at an average man non-verbal I.O.of 97. 'The
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State average' mean non-verbal T.Q.
was:10,0..9.-/n achievement,both tests showed that student pro.grets-Vaebest in all, testedareas in the lower grades

----dIefiientary'studeAts achieved highest,middle school students next, then high schcool stUdents. Theyalso'showed weaknesses i4 the language arts at all grade levels.
The State 'Department of Education established statisticalstandards'for reviewing this yeargs'results.,-Under those standards,schools with scores. falling in '1411e lower and-Upper 2.//2 percent.of the spore

receive' detailed analysis. SchOolswith scores falling. between iihese tWo extreMes will not receiveanalysis this year. In Charles County, one sghool in one,testedarea - vocabulary - had a score,which fell in the lower 2 1/2percent range.
...

H. Unmet Needs for ReSourcis to Pekmit Improvement ofPrograms and Services. Ai the risk of appearing to restate theobvious, our comments under this heading concern tbeifiist fourwords, of the paragraph heading, Unmet Needs fOr''PesoUrces. TheState Accountability Program itself :has
.generate&PIXees.i.ngrequirements for researdh analysis, prOgrwM development andprogram implementation. We agree that-,theSe -things are not onlydesirable but absolutely necessaryafwe4ntemd to eliminate _deficiencies 'in our school programs in accordance,with the speedthat is implied ,and/or mandated by, the State ,legislation. TbUS,thet first priority among the stated goals and objectives forChal-les County must be the resources the people,..the money-and the Materials -- to meet the hitherto unmet needs in .ourschoolzprogram.

Charles County is a,growing,county; it has. the secondhighest rate of growth in the State. It strains the resources'available from local government to hold the line on current- ,7Pk4grams. Money 'with which t8 extend existing programs:to anexpanding, student population must be' overriding when it comesto allocating,present resources. Money with which to do research,,to evaluate, to analyze and interpret findings; money with.whiCh-to translate those findings into pro gram development; and moneywith which tq implement programs once they are developed -- inCharles County we must look"beyond local goverpment to ,find these "resources for the implementation,
improveMent and expansion ofsuch programs, particularly in reading, mathematics', writing,special eplAtation, the gifted, and such affective domain areaspas behavioral modification and human relations.

It would seem appropriate that the :leVel of 'governmentwhich originated the requirement to improve programs would alsoprsvide the wherewithal to carry out the mandate,"not only interms of resources and'consultative support but also in pew andmodified laws which would, fOr example, Permit y'ear-round operation..of schools to implement grciwth in education. Another specificA



k

examples follows from the recently developed MSDH objective4 in

programs for special education and the gifted. This will require

extensive development and growth of pupil identification'tepniques;
improved staff ratios, staff inservice,trainlng, facilities and,

a multitude of other types of. resources. Here too we look toward

State support in 'both,resources and legisldtibn to Maintain

equitable instructional standards and growth in these areas.

;.,"

'
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CHARLES COUNTY

'TABLE 0

COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES, PROFILE*

1

A. COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS

(1)

TOTAL
POPULATION ,

(2)

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME

(3)

PERCENT
DISADVANTAGED

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN 'm

470675 $100377 27.,G

(4)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
MALES 25 YEARS /
OF AGE OR OLDER ,

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARt)

(5) .

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
FEMALES 25 YEARS

.

OF AGE OR OLDER-Y'-'
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

12.0
.

-1,
12.0

I. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPTEMBER. lam

(6)

TOTAL
SCHOOL

ENROLLMENT

.

(7)

AVERAGE
TEACHER
SALARY

..

. (8).
'

AVERAGE
ADMINISTRATOR

SALARY

(9)

AVERAGE
YEARS

TEACHING
EXPERIENCE

(10)

AVERAGE
YEARS

ADMINISTRATOR
EXPERIENCE .

,16,358 $10,598 $160716 8.6 17.8

(111

PERCENT STAFF
MASTERS DEGREES

OR ABOVE

(12)

SCHOOL LEVEL
PUPIL/STAFF

RATIO

(13)

PERCENT
AVG. DAILY
ATTENDANCE

20.1 , 21.1 93.2

C. FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 19721973 SCHOOL YEAR)

.

(14)

TOTAL
PER PUPIL

COST

7(15)-

PER PUPIL
INSTRUCTIONAL
. COSTS

40, '(16)

PERCENT
EXPENSES

ALLOTTED TO
INSTRUCTION

(17)
.

PER PUPIL.
ADMINISTRATIVE

^,,, (CENTRAL'OFFICE)
. COSTS

$995.78 8697.82.
- 6908 $26.67

. (18)

PERCENT EXPENSES
'ALLOTTED TO

ADMINISTRATION
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

(10
PER PUPIL
PUPIL PERSON -

.NEL SERVICES
COSTS 4

(20)

PERC NT EXPENSES
ALL TTED TO

PUPIL PERSONNEL
SERVICES

2.6 $11.10 101

*SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS Luxe.

) gti7
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CHARLES COUNTY

1-103Lg..2 NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE =RE)-,

AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQ4IvALEpcg),

BY SKILL.eAEAS
I c.

o

SKILL
AREAS

(1)-

GRADE

. ' (2)

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS'.

.:ENROLLED*

1 .

'.(3)

PERCENT OF
':'-'STUDENTS

TESTED **

(4)

-4412ER OP
SCHOOLS ,

TESTED

(5)
AVERAGE
STANDARD
AGE
SCORE
(SAW

:I%) -'

a .
STANDARD

tiDEVIAT-100
(SD).-.1

(74

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
(GE)te

1

11
(8)

STANDARD
DEVIATION
- (SD)

(1)'

VOCABULARY

i
3 4111' ':1340 93:31' 16 96.7 16.16 3.22 1.10

S .. 1427
,1

97.55 ' 7.7- 16.21
1

.4.05

/,

1.66

'1120 96.52.

.

5 97.1 ,
0

17.00 6.37 0. 101

1377 86.20 3 - 97.8 11.03
.

7.75
.-

2.18

(i)

READING
COMPAE-
11ENS1OW

'1340 98.21 16 96.7 1646' . 5.34 1.18
_.

.

5 1427 .. 96.92
,.

.
16 97.7 16.27 4496 1.54.

1320 96.99 97.1 17,00 6.64 1.64

9 1377

0

86.64 .0 3 97-.8

, .

17.03 7.87 1.99

(3)

SPELLING

3 1340 97.46 10 96.7 : 36.3.6 3:80 1.35

.1427 , 17.62 . 16 97.7 16.21 5.09. 1.81

1320 96.06 5 97.1

-

17.00 6.46
.

2.12

.

9

.

1377 86.71 3 17.6 '': 17.03 "7.79 2.49

(4)

CAPITAL.-
/ZATION.

3 1340 98.28
-.

.

16 .96.7 16.16 3.79 1.32

1427 97.62 14. 97.7 16.27 7 5.37

.

1.63

7 1320 96.06 ' 17.1 27.00
4
6.73 1.98

9 . ' 0 1377' 16.64 3 97.8 17.03 ' 1084 2.53

(51

PUNCTUATION

3 114'0 98.36 16 96.7
y

16.16. ".1.76 1.41
a

1427 7.62 16° 97,7 16.27. . 5.28 1.65

1320 96.06 5 97.1

...

11.00
e

14,4

4

. 1.96

. 1177 86.42 3 ;7.8. 1743 7.71 2.16

* AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADEb CLASSES:

** NUMBER STUDENTS, TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.

f STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM
COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 10 1971 EDITION.

/HE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR.GRADES.3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 100t NATIONAL SD * 26.

11. GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILIA,YORM 5, 1971 EDITION, THE MEANS IN THE

NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES a., s, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 57t 70.7t 9.4, VARYTNG SLIGHTLY

FOR EACH SKILL AREA,



CHARLES COUNTY

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY 1 AVERAGE STANDARIS AGE SC0kE )
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),

BY SKILL AREAS

(CONTINUED)

.

SKILL
AkEAS

(1)

0

GRADE

(2)

NUMBEROF
STUDENTS
ENROLLED *

(3)

PERCENT OF,
STUDENTS
TESTED **

(41

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

(5)
AVERAGE
STANDARD

AGE
SCORE
(SAS) t

(6)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

- (7)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
(GE) ft

te$

STANDARD
DEVIATION

tSD)
(6)

LANGUAGE

3 1340 98.43 16 96.7 16:16 3.49 1.33 1
5 1427. 97.27

0
16 97.7 16.27 5.09 1.77

7 1320 ' 96.29 5 97.1 17.00
I

6.47
.

2.06

9

. t

1377 44.20 3 97.8 17003 7.64 2.32

(7)

LANGUAGE
TOTAL

3 1340 99.10 16 96.7 16.16 3.71 1 1.20' .

5 1427 .97.76 16 97.7 16.27 5.20 1.52.

7 1320 96.29 5 97.1 17.00 6.56 1.76

9 1377 87.00 3 97.8 17.03 7.77 2.11

181

MAtHEMATICAL
CONCEPTS

3 1340
A

98.51 26 96.7 16.16 3.44 1.02

.

5 1427 97.34 16 97.7 16.27
V

5.30 1.3
7.

1320 0.98 5 97.1 17.00 6.72 1.56

t 2.377 85.04 3 '1
1

97. 17.03 .13 1.91
(9)

MATHEMATICAL
PROBLEMS

1340 98.51 16 1 96.7 4 16.16 3.42 1.09..-..

1427 97.34 16 97.7
.

46.27 5.08 1.36
,

7

. .

1320 96.14 5 97N 17.00 6.56 1.67

9 1377 85.04 3 97.8 17.03 7.90 1.96

(10) a

MATHEMATICAL
TOTAL

.

3 ;! 7 40 98.66 16 96.7 16.16 3.45 1.00

5
.

1427 97.34 - 16 97.7 16.27 5.21 1.2

7 r 1320 96.14
5 97.1

-0--

17.00 6.70 1.48
..--.

9 e 1377 .85.04 3 97.8 17.03 col los

* AS. OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.

1** NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY (R)MBERENROLLED 9/30/73? EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.
+'STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES 7E51, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1. 1971 EDITION.THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL gbRM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 1001 NATIONAL SD 16.

GRADE EQULVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF IASIC SKILLS.-EQRM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THENATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES.-3, 5, 7, AND -9 ARE-APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, 9.4, VARYING SLIGHTLYFOR EACH SKILL AREA.

2
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0

(ARTHUR,MIDDLETON7 JOHN HANSON -MID)

TABLE 3. §CHOOL'LEVEL-!-COMNITY AND PULI,C SCHOOL RESOURCES
PkOfILEt'

6

,
.

SCHOOL NAME

GRADE
ORGANI'
ZATION

(11'

.

TOTAL
SCHOOL
ENROLL'
MEAT

, (2)

(

PUPIL/
STAFF
RATIO
(3)

PERCENT
AVERAGE
--DAILY
ATTeN
DANCE
(4)

'

TOTAL NO.

4

AVERAGE YEARS
EXPERIENCE

4.

PERCENT
STAFF
MASTER'S
DEGREE

OR ABOVE
(91 '"

'SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

P RCENT
SAD'
AN' '

1 GED.
1 01

MEDIAN
EDUCA-
1ION OF
MOTHER
111) -4,

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME
($)
(12)" '

TEACHER
(5)

ADMIN.
(6)

TEACAER
(7)

ADMIN.
(61

.

(ARTHUR MIDDLETON '14'5 622 32.7 95.9 16.0 1.0 '4.9 12.0 15.8 3.4 12.2 11814.0

DR SAMUEL A MUDD K'S 570 19.7 94.7 28.0 1.0 8.4 16.0 24.1 3.4 22.2. 11814.0

GALE- BAILEY K'5 593 26.2 96.2 21.6 1.0 10.5 23.0 11.5 14.5 10.6 8508.0

GLASVA ' PRE K46
. 241 17.2 96.5 134 1.0 10;3 10.0 26.6 32.0 7227.0

INDIAN HEAD KF5 671 20.3 95.7 32.0 1.0 13.3 21.0 12.1 6.6 2.0 10316.0

J P RYON 11'5 667 '23.0 91.87 . 26.0? 1.0 7.9 18.0 3.7 12 2 '11507.0

JAMES CRAIK K-5 653 24.2 94.6
.

26.0 .1.0 6.9 6.0 14.1 12.4 12.2\ 11562.0.
.

,
n. - It

\MALCOLM PRE R-6 360 1i. 95.7 22.0 1.0 6.2 13.5 21.7 19.1 12.0 9900.0

MOUNT HOPE ELM PRE 14'6 162 83.5.2 93.3 9.0 1.0 9.2 A2.0 20.0 16.1 10.1 6341.0

NANJEMOY 1 -5 161 18.1 94.2 9.0 1.0' 3.0 36.0 10.0 14.9 10.1 1 8269.0

I ,PARKS J C INTERMED 14'5 . 633 21.1 95.6 29.0 1.0 , 9.9 15.0 10.0 7.6 12.1 10631..0
4.44

s

sPORT TOBACCO PRE K16 316 19.9 93.2 15:0 1.01 7.3 16.5 18.7 10.7 12.1 10753.0
41.

C MARTIN
' PRE K-6 649 1 21.6 95.f. 29.0. 1.0 12.2 41.0 10.0 24.7 11.6 9630.0

WALDORF 14'5 285 22.1 94.8 12.0 1.0 8.6 12.0 23.1 11.0 12.2 d 1181440

WALTER J MITCHELL 1070 44.6 93.9 23.0 . 1.0 13.4 21.0 843 15.9 . 12.2 -'10929.0

WAYSIDE PRE K'6 ,149 21.6 91.3 15.0- 1.0 7.3 4.0 , 12.5 '14.8 10.3' 8061.0

.

BEL ALTONMaINE 6'8 ;444 14.3 93.1 29.0' '2:0..
. 5W 14.0 2.2.6 26.5 10.5 8301.0

.--

GENERAL SMA1.LWO0D 6'8 667 20.2 93.5- 31.0' '2.0 . 1.6 4 18.0 30.3 11.1 241.4 '545.0

JOHN HANSON MIDDLE' 6'8 1281.: 21.5 94.5, 56.0 2.E \ 5.9 21.0 21.7 15.2 12.1 11064.0
'1

* SEE APPENDIX.A FOR DEFINITION OF TERM..

. 4
4

r).
1.4
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4'

(ARTHUR 'MIDDLETON - :'JOHN. HANSON MID)

TABLE 4t , RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, .BY SKILL

AREAS I WITH NONVERBAL' ABILyri STATISTICALLY

CHARLES umfry
CONTROLLED*

scitoot. SYSTEM
SKILL-AREAS t

.,

VOCABULARY - READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

,

MARY DIFFER. AVERAGE MARY. DIFFER. AVERAGE MIRY+ DIFFER

L LAND ENCE - Lop Epcc LAND EMCE

NORM 7 .osE NORM , GE NORM
SCHOOL NAME

1 .

WHIM MUJLETON 3 100.6 3.62 ,1,60 +.02 3.73

5 105,5 5.52 ' *54 -.12 5.65

OR

SAMHEL A WOO 3 104.0 3.65 3.79 4.06 3.79

5 102.7 5,80 5,41 4.09 5.47

it

541E+UAILLT 3 91.5 2,77 3.00 +.23 3.05

5 93.0 4.22 4.55 +.33 4.35

9LASVA

INDIAN HEW

J P RYON

JAMES CRA1:t

MALCOLM

MOUNT HOPE ELC0

NANir

WALDORF

WALTER J 4ITCMLLL

WAYSIDE

GRADE. AVERAGE AVERAGE HART.. DIFFER+ AVERA6F
ANG LNCE.

SAS GE NORM GE-

3 101.5 3.39 3.65 +.26 3.43
5 97.5 5.65 5.07 4.58 5.34

BLL ALTON +POLE

3 95,3 3.35 . 3.28 4:07 3.43
5 101.2 4.69 5.24 ...35 5.09

3: 95.2 2.84 3.17 +133 3.09 6

5. 87,6 4.10 4.10 +.00 4.34

3 97,7 3.40 3.43 -.03 3.54
5 100.7 5.42 5.26 .. 4.16 5.11

d 95.3 2.69 3.28 +.34 3.10
5 . 96.7 5.41 4.93 +.52 4.75

. ,

3 93.4 2.47 3.00 -.61 2.67

5 81.6 3.40 3.76 ...34 3,63

3 93.9 2.89 34.11 -.22 2.92

5 99.1 4.61 4.91 In 4.95

.10116KS J C INTERNED .1 98.5 3.36 3:48 +.12 3.47
5 100.9 5.15 5.24 +.09. 5.13

,,
PORT TOBACCO

-!-41,
93,7 2.92 3.20 +.28 2.96

5 100.0 4.85 5,19 +.31 4,96
.

T C MARTIN *-4 3 93.9 3.21 3.16 +.03 3.25
5 .93.9 4.36 4.71 .0.35 4.64

3 92.3 2.86 1.13 +.27 3.13
5 97.0 4.50 5.03 -.53 4.62

3 97.6
5 98,5

3.21 3,42 ..21 3.43
4.70 5;10 +.40 4.94 ,

86.9 2.59
890 4.19

,

7 87.6 5.31 5;49 +.15 5.89

GENERAL SMALLWOOD

JOHN HANSOr MOLE 7 97.1 .6.47 '6.49 -.02 6.76

7 95.1 6.10

.

2.72 ....2.3
2.57

4,31. +.12 4.40

5.26 +.16 5.40

.,

3.66 4.07 4.02
5.61 4.04' .5.76

. .

3.87 +.082 4:37
507 4.00 506

3.04 +.01 3,17
4.b7 -.32 4.64

3,24 +.15 . 3.67
4.23 +.11 4.78

3.32 4.11 3.64
'5.34 +.25 5.25

3.48 4,06 3117
5.33 -.22 .5.50

3.74 +.28 3.79
5.14 +.40 5.63

3.32 +.22 3.64
5.02 +.27 5.01

3.14 +.4.7 3.01
3.86 . +.23 4.05

.3.17 307
5.04 +.09 5.14

3.54 +.07 3.04
5.32 -.19 5.46

3.22 .26 . 3.79 '

5.27 -.31 '5.44

3.22 4.03 3.75
4.80 +.16. 4.07

3.44 .01 3.66
5.09 4.46

'3.47 +.04 4.70
5.17 -.23 5.10

2.74 -.17 3.01
4.42 -.02 4.46

r, +.25 5.56

6.35 +.05 6.52

6.55 +.21 6.67

SEE CHAPTER 4. SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERWUDED AND-EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK
ACCOMPANYO "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

vit

a.

928

4 -17 9

-4.00' 4.62 3.77 3.67 4.10 *"'74:

5.75 *A1 5.60 5.790 "029

. , ..,,\/

4.21 I 4.16 r. 3.76 3.64 .06
6,61 4:17 5.74 5.65 4W0,

4 .4.1,3.42 +.25 3.00 3.17
4.66 -.24 4.73- 4.94 "021

3.62 +.05' 3.10 3.34 +.24
4.50 +.101 4.62 4.55 4.07

3.68 ".04 3.59 3.39 4.20
5.47 +.22 5,37 5.51 +.14

. .

3.83 +.04 3.59 3.52 4.07

5.46 4.0415.59 5.5 404

4.06 +.27 3.35 . 3.71 +.33
5,27 4,36 5.54 5.32 +622

I3.68 ...24 .3.27. 3.3A +.11,
5.15 +.14 5.21 +.10,6:11

... .

3.52 +.51" 2.91 3.25 +.36
4I12 +1,04 ' 3.98 4.14 :..4

3.55 . 3419 '3.28 4 +.09

5.30 ".16 5.24 5.33 -.09

'1459 4.05 3.58 3.57 4,01

'5.45 +.01 5.17 5.50 +.33

'.

3.59 4.20 . 3.31 3.31 4.00'

5.40 4.04 5.49 5.44 +.05

3.59 4.16 3.60 3.31 4.29
4.96 4.01 4.82 5.02 -.20

3.51 +.15 3.54 3.25 +.29
5,22 . +.26 5.08 5.27 +.19

3.82 +.12 3.51 3.51 -.04
5.30 -.20 5.32 5.35 +.03

3.14 +.13 201 2.93 -.02
4,66 +.20 4.60 4.72 +.05

5.89 +.31 6.15 6.00 '4.15

6.49 ".17 6.59 6.63

6.68 ".01 6.61 600

(4)

4.



(ARTHUR MIDDLETON:=. JOHN.HANSON MID)

TABLE 5.. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO'MARYLAND NI)MS,BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS'
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*CHARLES COUNTY

SCHOOL SYSTEM

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL - MATHEMATICAL:7078V
SCHOOL NAME GRADE

ANTRUM MIODLET,IN 3 100.6 3.62 3.58 04 3.73 3.64 +.09 4.02.

5 104.8 .5.42 5.58 J. 6 5.65 5.63 +.02 5076
o-

OR SAMUEL A MUTIO 3 104.0 3.55
5 ,102.7 5.50 5.40

3.86 4 3.74 43.87' -.08 407
5.47 5.46 4.01 5`.78

.

GALE+UAILEY 3 91.5
iza' 5 93.0

a
GLASVA

INDIAN HEAU

PORT TOBACCO

3 95.3 3.35
5 101.2 4.89

: T C MARTIN, 3 93.9 3.21
5 93.9 4.36

WALDORF 3 92.3 2.86
5 97.0 4.50

WALTER J MITCHLLL

AVERAGE AVERAGE 'MOP' DIFFER+ AVERAGE MANY DIFFER. AVERAGE
LAMP. EttE LAND iNceSAS 1p NORM ' GE NORM SE

2.77 300 23 41.05 3.04 +41 3.17.4.22 4.56 -.34 74.35 4.67 -.32 , 4.64

'3 95.2, 2.84 3.23 +.30 3.09 3.28 +.19 3.675 87.6 4.10 4.10 +.00 4.34 4.24 '+.10' 4.70.

3.24
t1 1:11,

3.43 3.29 4.14 3.64
5.09 5.53 -.24 5.'5

''.1 P RYON 3 97.t 3040 3.39 +.01 3.54 3.45 +.09 .1.87'5 100.7 5.42 5.23 '4,10 5.11 '5.29 -.18 5.50
0

'0 JAMES ORAIK 3 101.5 3.39 3.64. -.23 3.43 3.70 +.21 3.795 97.8 5.65 4.98 ...67 8.54 5.06 +.45 5.63

MALCOLM 3 95.3 2.89 3.24 -.35 3.10 3.29- -.19 3.445 96.7 4.41 4.88 +.47 4.75 4.97 +.22 5.01

.

.

MOUNT love_eur 3 93.4 2.47 3.12 . +.65 2.67 3.16 -.49 3.015 82.6 3.40 3.58 -.IA 3.63 3.75 -.12 . 4.08

NANJEOGY 3 93.9 2.89 3.15 ...26 '2092 3.20 +.28. 1.375 99.1 4:51 5.09 . -.25 4.95 5.17 +.22 5.14-

RANKS J C INTERNE° 3 98.8 3.36 '3.47 4.11 3;47 3:52 +.05 3.445 100.4 5.15 3.24 -.09 '5.13 5.31 +.18 506

3 93.7 2.92 3.14 -.22 2.96 3.15' +.22 3.79100.0 4.411 5.17 +.20 4.96 5.24 +.28 5.44

97.6 3.21
90.5 4.70 84.04

3.18. .46 ' 3.25 3.20 +.05 3.754.64 -.28 4.64 .4.75 -.11 W.07

3.05 +.14. 3.13 3.09 +.04 3.664091 -.41 4.62 5.00 +.38 4.45

.15 3.43 3.44 +.01 3.70.36 4.94, 5.12 ...16 5.10

.WAYSIDE 9 86.9 2.54 2.70 ....11 2.57 .. 2.73 .1.16 3.nI5 69.8 4.19 4429 .10 4.40 4.42 +.02 4.46
.

..

Iltl. ALTON MIOOLE 7 87.6 5.31 .

5.58

GENERAL SHALLOW 7 95.1 6.10 6.28 +.18 6.40 607 +.03 6.32

JOHN HANSON MIDDLE 7 97.1 6.47 6.50 .03 6.76 6.67 +.19 6.67

SE 'CHAPTER A. SECTION 41.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED_AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISKACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

+

flt

4-180

lk
3.99 +.03 3.77 5.67 +.10
5.78 +.02 5.50 5.82 4.32

4.20 +.17 3.78
3485 1...4.07\5.62 +.16 5.74 5" *.0$

0.

MARY.. DIFFER. AVERAGE MARY+ OTOPER+:
LAND ENCE .LAND ENCE
NORM t GE 100M

3.42 ...VS "3.00 3.17 ...al
4.89 -.25 4.73 4.94 +.21

3.65 +.02 3.10 3.57
4.48 +40 4.62 4.54 #.08

3.66 +.02 3.59 3.37 .4.22'5 -.26 537 ° 5.55 +.18'

3.81 +.06' 3459 3.51 +.08
.5.47 +.03 5.59 5.51 4.08

0
0

4.04 +.25 3.36 3.71 +.33
5.25. t.35 5.54 500 0...24

7
3.66 -.22 3.27 3.37 +.10
5:17 +.16_ 5.11 5.22 +.11

o

3.54 +.55 2.91 3.27 -.36
4.02 +.08. 3.98 4.09 -.11

3.57' +.20 3.19 3.30 +.11
5.35 .P.21 5.24 5.39 -.15

a

3.05 +.06 .3.511 3.57 +.015.49 e.03 5.17 5.53 +.36

3.56 4.23 3.31 3.29 +.02
5.42 +.02 5,49 5.46 +.03.

3.57 +.15 3.60 3.30 ...30
9.96 +.01 4.82 5.01 +.e19

e

3.47 +.19 3.54 3.21 +.33
5.19 +.23 5.08 5.24 +.16

3.80 +.10 '3.47 '5.50
5.31 N.21 5.12 5.35 e.03-

3.14 +.13 2.91 2.92 +.01.4.65 +.10 4.50 7 4.70. +.10 4
.A

5.66 +.28 6.15 6.00 , +.15

6.52 -.20 6.59 6.69 . +.10

5.70 +003 6.61 i'.6.88 ".27

001



(MATTHEW HENSON - THOMAS STONE)

TABLE 3.' SCHOOL LEVEL--COMMUNITY AND PUBL4C SCHOOL RESOURCES
b" PROFILE*

o

,

.

o '

SCHOOL NAME

u

-

GRADE
ORGANI...
2ATION

(1)

TOTAL
SCHOOL
ENROLL-
SENT
(2)

PUPIL/
STAFF
RATIO
(3)

PERCENT
AVERAGE
DAILY

ATTEN-
DANCE
(4)

.

TOTAL NO.

v

AVERAGE YEARS
EXPERIENCE

'

PERCENT
STAFF
MASTERS
DEGREE

OR ADOVE
4'9)

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

PERCENT
DISAD..
NAN....

TAGED
MO/

MEDIAN
EDUCA-
TION OF
MOTHER
(11)

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME
(A)

(121

TEACHER
(5)

ADMIN.
ifs/

TEACHER
(71

ADMIN.
(EP

MATTHEW HENSON 6-8 694 26.4 93.9 32.0 2.0 20.3 23.5 , 10.1 12:0 1036140
a .

9.5

MILTON M SOWERS
. 6...8 866 17.7 .95.0 42.0 2.0 9.41 23.0 11.2 10.6 12.2 11477.0

12 T
...,.

LA PLATA SR HIGH .9-12 1010 18.3 90.3 52.1 340 8.8 t 16.3 27.4 *, 21.2 11.9 9761.0
.

..

LACKEY SR 9112 1608 22.6 86.8 67.0 4.0 7.5 11.5 28.2 V 13.1 . 11.7 " '9871.0

THOMAS STONE. 9 -12 1678 23.0 86.9 6940 4.0 6.1 17.5 21/9 19"B 12.1 11165.0

APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

4
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(MATTHEW HENSON

TABLE 4.

CHARLEG COJNTY f
SCHOOL SYSTEM

THOMAS STONE)

RELATION ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY
CONTROLLED*

SCHOOL NAME GRACE

VOCAPHLARY

AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY-
LAND

'SAS GE NORM

SKILL AREAS

READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATNEMATICAE.:TOTAL

DiFFFo.. AVERAGE MARY.. DIFFER.. AVERAGE MARY.. DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY.. DIFFER-

EHCE LANO ENCE LINO ENCE LAND 0 EmCE
GE NORM GE NORM GE NORM

MATTHEW HENSON 7 97,0 6.54 6.46 .n6 6.62 6.53 .09 6.49' 6.65 .64 6.62. 6.77 -.15

',.-MILTON M 'SOMERS 7 103.4 .
6.64 '7.15 -.31 7.05 7.17 7011 .7.20 -.0 7.27. 7,39'

LA PLATA Si HloH 9 93.1 7.33 7.66 -.33 7.44 7.34 .10 7.21 7.62 -.41 7.59 ,7.70 -.11

LACKEY SR 9 99.1 7170 11:22 .044 7.90 8.05 -.15 7.73 8.16 1..43 8.02. 6.34 -.32

THOMAS STONE 9 49.2 7.95 A.32 ...37 8.08 8.07 .01 8.11 0.22 -.11 0.22 6.37 ...15

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND.EXFLANATION OF ASTERISK 01)
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

0.
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(MATTHEW HENSON 'THOMAS. STONE).

CHARLES'COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM .

TABLE 5. it RELATVON OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND_NORMS BY SKILL
AREAS,. WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
'STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*

.
SKILL AREAS

SCHOOL NAME

VOCABULARY

GRAJE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY-
LAND

SAS OE NORM

READINO COMPREHENIION
. LANGUAGE TOTAL MATT

,

DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVErik0E MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE
VICE LAND ENCE

OE NORM .

LANO ENCE
GE NORM ' GE

mATICAL TOTAL

MARY. DIFFER.
LAND. ENCE
NORM

MATTHLw HENSON 7 97.0 6.54 6.49 .05 6,62 6.56 .06 6.A9 6.69 .on 6.62 6.87 -.25

MILTON M SOMERS 7 1034 644 7.19 -.35. 7.05 7.20 -.15 7.43 7.26 -.25 7.27 7.47 -.20

LA PLATA SM Mum, 9 93.1 7.33 7.57 -.24 7.44 7.39 .05 701 7.63 -.42 7.59 7.75 -.14
9

LACKEY. SR 9 99.1 7.78 A:26 -.40 7.90 8.09 -.19 7.73 6.22 ....49 8.02 8.40 -.311

THOMAS STONE 9 -99.2 7.95 4.27 -.32 .A.08 8.11 -.03 ' R.11 8.23 -.12 8.22 $.111 -.If

SEE CHAPTER 4. SECTION 4.1.2 FOR.DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK fl
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

Iv 3 r,?
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LOCAL SCHOOL SYSTEM LEVEL--ACCOUNTABILITY ASSESSMENT INFORMATION

4.10 DORCHESTER COUNTY

School System Goals and Objectives

r

#

A. County Point of View. Dorchester County has accepted the
Go'Verner and the General Assembly's charge to provide clata in the
Maryland Accountability Assessment Program. As, a systerN we have
felt that there is a need for continued evaluation of the quality
of the .instructional program as it relates to rdading, writing,
and mathematics. Overall, we have been aware that Dorchester
County's students ucannot be coMpared student-by-student to those
counties which have a higher Socio-economic background,°nor,can
they be compared favorably in light of parental educatiopal achieve-
ment and higher educational expectations. It 'is mos'difficult
to-compare children's scores from homes where the rnpdianeduca-
tional achievement is slightly below the ninth grade level as #is
the case in Dorchester County to children who come from homes
where the parental level of achievement ,on the average is at least
fourteen years or college' level. We are very pleased -that our

:Accountability Achievement Levels, when compared to the basic
students' capabilities and potenti3O. fox learning, is substantially
favorable.- The administrative-sulierviSory staff, including the
principals and teachers of the various schools, hals made a con-
certed effort to provide a program of county-wide assessment in
line with legislative requirements. The following steps,have
taken place on a system-wide basis.

233
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Even before the Accountability Legislation was' mandated
into law, Dorchester County school personnel had begun to develop
a process of goals establishment in order to evaluate progress in
each of its schools. This was done in conjunction with the budget-
ary'process. The first step in this-process was a needs assess-
ment. Each school, its individual parent group, and administra-
tive-supervisory component were asked tio'provide input. When this/
was completed, priorities were established for the system and
for each particular school: Long-term and short -term goals were
then' the natural outcomes that followed. These steps were taken
under the adopted policy by thel)orchester County Board of Educa-
tion which had previously adopted a county "Educational Philosophy"
and "General. Educational Goals" for student accompfishment. Major
activities that covered the Whole breadth of educational implemen-
tation then followed.

B. Dorchester County School System Goal's: Bated uponithe,
State-wide Goals1in Reading, Writing, and Mathematic adopted by
the Maiyland State Board of Education, Dorchester Cou y has
developed the fbilbwing Local System

In Reading, each student who has completed the elemen-
tary-secondary.teading program of Dorchester County. School Syttem
.should be able, according to his ability and background of
experiences, to':

1.A. Identify perqonal purposes for using a variety of
print and nonprint materials.

1.B. Select materials which are suitable both in level
of difficulty, and in content from a wide variety
of available print.and nonprint materials.

2.A. Apply a usable method for recognizing words and
understanding contextual meaning.

2.B. Pronounce instantly and simultaneously many
familiar words and identify thelr appropriate
meaning.

3.A. Determine the intent of the communication.

3.B2 Demonstrate the ability to ask appropriate ques-
tions and to find reasonable .answeDs based on
the content being discussed or read.

4.A. Demonstrate the abqity'to follow directions.

4.B. Demonstrate the ability tó locate resources that
relate to the individual's needs.

.r
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4.C. Demonstrate the ability to obtain information.

4.D. Demonstiate the ability to understand basic forms.

4.E. Pursue the habit of personal reading of print and
nonprint materials.

-S.W. Regard reading as a major tool for meeting individual
educational, and personal goals.

In. Writinq, each student who has completed the:elemen-
tary7secondary writing program of Dorchester County School System
should be able, according to his ability and background of
experiences, to:

1. Record his thoughts and feelings in generally
acceptable forms that others can understand..

2.A. Use the writing process to respond to the demands
and obligatiohs ofmsociety.

2.B. Use the writing process to respond to the demands
of business .and 'Vocational situations.

.3. Utilize writing to 'fulf ill personaLand social needs.

In Mathematics, each student who has completed-the
elementary-secondary mathematics program of.DorchesterVCounty'
School SysteM should be able,, according to his ability and-back-
ground of experiences, -US:

o

1.A. Recall and use the language of mathematics (defini-
tions and symbols).

1.B. Count using a number system.

1.C. Demonstrate the ability to analyze a number system.

2.A. Use a numerical system and perform mathematical
computations.

2.B. Solve simple equations and inequAlities.

3.A. Demonstrate the ability to make concrete represen-
tations from abstract mathematical ideas.

3.B. Demonstrate.- the ability to form abstractions from
.physicaP.representations.

3.C. Understand the applications of ratio and proportion.
8

3.D. Make and/or interpret graphs, table and charts.

4 -157
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7

ti

(2)

3.E. Understand basic geomdtric principles.

4.A. Develop a logical sequence in the soluti,on
of verbal prpblems.

4.B. Be able to solve a word problem.

5.A. Solve functiorial mathematical problems,: know what
'is, asked, determine what is given, solve the
problem, and use the solution to arriveftt a
decision.

5.B. Understand and usd.measurements.

6.A. Be able to recognize the contribdtion that mathe-
matics has made to the. progress of civilization.

6.B. Exhibit-the abilitytto use mathematics for efficient
personal management of money and resources.

Steps to Achieve Goals. School Personnel:

Developed plrough committee word a statement of our
existing curriculum from K - 12, includingall subject'
areas (Completed 1973-74);

Established seven community-base school, building con-
struction committees that have c pleted or are in the
process_ of completing educational ,sPecifications: Sandy
Hill Elementary School; North Dordhedter Middle School;'
Cambridge-SOuth Dorchester High-Sphool; Vienna Elemen-
tary School; Cambridge Elementaiy Number Two; North
Dorchester High School ReevalUationaftd'Reassessment;
and the South Dorchester K - 8, Reevaluation and Rev±sion.
Subcomm4ttees have been.established to initiate new
programs, and upgrade'existing,prograts;

1Ttil4ed Title :I funds, of the Elementary,Secondary
EduqatiOn Act at the primary levels to assist those
cllildr'en from low:income families'. to adjust to the
sdhool'SkprograM and to deVelop a competendy in funda-r
Mental reading, Writing, and computation skills;.

N

Utilized Title 'II funds of the ESEA Legislation to
. develop and expand library resourceb throughout'the

- comity in order'to upgrade, enrich, andextend students'
reading abilities

Established a Title IV ESEA program to facilitate the
integration of, faculties and student. bodies. This was
then,coordinated with Emergency Schdol Assistance funds
to,provide'in-depth services for studenti having serious
adjustment problems;

0
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(6),- Utilized Title VI funding of the ESEA, to' establish a

Aystem-wide special services unit, Including super-,

visory and psychological support, and which was
designed to assist children with special needs;

(7) Utilized the services of Dr. Russell G. Stauffer,
Dr. Marian Stauffer; Dr. Alice Pieper, Dr. Donald
Glimes, and State Department personnel for inservice
programs to improve teacherS1 skills in organizing,
planning, and implementing the instructional process;'

(8) 'Developed the "Right to Read" program and encouraged
individual schools to provide a set reading period
daily in their scheduling with, many resources available

to encourage self-selection of reading materials;

(9)
Remodeled and Anovated many of our' older facilities
to provide the opportunities for teachers to engage in
"open area" educational instructional techniques;,

(f0) Piloted a "Think- Read - Math "' program at Maces Lane School
to revitalize and interest students in improving
fundamental skills;,,

(11) 1Encouraged schoo -wide involyement 'projects such as

the "shirtsleeves" prograM at North Dorchester High
School (This is related to the Bicentennial celebration
and covers a gamut of activities.);

(12) Refined our curriculumNprocess through the, establishment
.

of subject area and Vertical 'Curriculum Committees to
study, prepare, and readjust curriculum content and
skills for approval and implementation by the Permanent'

Curriculum Committee;

(13) Realigned our Line and Staff.Table of'Organization to
provide for more efficient and effective operation bf,

the total school program and-to better utilize our'
existing personneX in the improvement or instruction;

(14) Adopted and implemented the_Continuuri program of Special''
Education to provide indepth education for 'all children

in Dorchester County;

(15) ?Conducted a comprehensive Indicators of Quality inservice

program the assistance of State Department personnel.

, ) Every teacher in the system,participated and the instruc-
tional process in schools was evaluated. All sixth and
eighth grade students in *he system were tested with the
Large Thorndike and Stanford Achievement tests. Their
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individual scores were compared to proVide a country-
wide measure of the educational process. We were
pleased to see that the results of these tests were
closely correlated with our Accountability-scores.:
This information provided us with an'additionalAiag-
nostic resource to use as a basis for recommending

6
procedures to improve our skills programs in the funda-
mental skills area.

4Direation for FY '76,- Continuous evaluation of. our
FY '75 EduCational Objectives provided a more effective
projection of our educational objectives for FY '76.
These objectives are indicative of-our improvement as
an educational team to provide educational goals that
are more effectively accountable and which*are geared
more closely to meeting 'the needs of ourOtudents.

FY '76 Objectives are:

"Provide effective and efficient implementation o
educational programs for youth and adults.

.Provide a program of reading experiences that allows
each child the opportunity to achieve according to his
ability and background of experiences.

Provide a program of mathematical experiences that allows
each child the opportunity to achieve according to his
ability and background-of experiences. "-

IV. PrOvide a program of written communication that allows
each child the opportunity to achieve a level of
literacy, fluency, or proficiency according to his
ability and background of experiences.

-Provide a reinforcing and positive educational environ-
ment which is implemented.on the integration of pro-
cedures and techniques of individualization, small group
activity, interpersonal regard, and creativity for
each child.

5

VI. Provide 'models for the activities that assi,tt each child
in building a system of values that promotes worthy
citizenship, effective human relations, and an apprecia-
-tion of the resources and cultures of his/her environment.

VII. Provide each child with scientific stimuli that will
increase his awareness, allow him to conjecture, estab-
lish experimental procedures, and draw conclusions.

V.

2.38
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DORCHESTER COUNTY

t.

TABLE I. COMMUNITY,AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE*

''A# COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS_

I (1)
- ,

OTAL
PONLAT4ON

:

(2) ,

, MEDIAN
'FAMILY
INCOME

. .

-'(3)

PERCENT
DISADVANTAGED ...

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

29,405 .:- $7,702 . 39.6

(4) i .4

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
,

MALES '25 YEARS
-0F.AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN, SCHOOL MRS)

... (5)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
FEMALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN ,SCHOOL.YEARS)

9.2.- 10.1

0
B. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OP SEPTEMBER. 1977)

(6)

TOTAL.
SCHOOL

ENROLLMENT

(.71.

AVERAGE
TEACHER
SALARY

:

:

(6)
.

AVERAGE
ADMINISTRATOR

SALARY

(9) .

't.AVERAGE
-.YEARS

TE
EXPERI ENCE

ACHING

(10)

,AVERAGE.
4-YEARS --. 1

ADMINISTRATOR
:'.EXPERIENCE.

.6000 ' $10,031 $14,679 10'9, . 22.4

- -
(11)

..

...PERCENT STAFF
,

MASTERS DEGREES
OR AIOVE

(12)-

1CHOOL LEVEL
PUPIL/STAFF

RATIO
.

(13)

'PERCENT
AVG. DAILY
ATTENDANCE

-

15.8
...

16.1 /

. ,,..

92.9.

C. FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972.4913 SCHOOL YEAR)

.* .

(14)

TOTAL
PER PUPIL
COST

. 115)

PER PUPIL
INSTRUCTIONAL

COSTS
.

,

(16)

PERCENT '

EXPENSES
ALLOTTED.TO
INSTRUCTION

(17)

PER PUPbIL
ADMINISTRATIVE
(CENVALAFFICE)

COSTS)
$1,004.83 .$731.63 73.0 . $33:15

(16)

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

ADMINISTRATION
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

(19)

1 PER PUPIL
PUPIL PERSON...
NEL SERVICES

COSTS

20)
PERCENT EXPENSES

' ALLOTTED TO
PUPIL, PER ONNEL

SERVICE

3.3 $5.05
.

0.5

*SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE.

'2 .), 4th
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DORCHESTER COUN1TY
' -

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL .ABILITY lAVERAGEStA0BARD AGE scogE)

° AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT 1GRADE EQUIVALENCE),"-
BY SKILL- AREAS -

7

SKILL
*REAS

(1).

,

GRADE

(2)

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLED*'

(3)

. PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED * *.

.(4)

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

(5)
AVERAGE
STANDARD

AGE
SCORE
;(SAS)')

(6)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

.(SD)

(7) °

AVERAGE -

GRADE ;

EQUIVALENCE
(GE)" ,.

: . .

(6)

.

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

I.

VOCABULARY

o .

t

3 465 96.13

e

11 ''''91.6

- .

45091 -- pp4 2,,,o4,

5 493 99.80 11 92.5 , 45.82
..,.

4.61 2..57
.

7 467 94.43 3 93.7 16.1.1. 1t911 '1.83

9 466 91.77 3 9.6 15.70 7.48-' 2015

,(2)

READING
COMPRE-
HENSION

3 465 . 96.13 11 91.6 15.91
ft .

.

3.14 1.14

5 443 ' 99.60 22 92.5 15.82 N4.76 1.43

7 467 94.43 3 93.7 16.13. 6.25 1.60

9 416 91.77 . 3 ,_- 94.6 15.70 ' 7477 1.95

9
(3)

SPELLING

3 465

.

96.13 121 lk 91.6 15.91 3.82. 1.35

5 493 99.80 11 91.5 15.12
.

5.00
.

1;72

7. 467 94.43 3 93.7 il 26.13 6.39 1
5

.07
-. -

9 486 91.77 3 94.6 15.70 701*: 2.41'

(4)

CAPITAL -
IZATION

3 465 96.13 11 91.6 15.91 3.91 2.28

5

--

493 99.10 11 ' 91.5 15.12 5.33

0
1.63

7 467

a

94.43 3 93.7 26.11

Is

1.93

o

9 486 91.77 3 94.6 15.70 8.13 , 2.40

(5)

,PUNCTUATION

465 96.13 11 91.6 15.91 4.00 1.33

5 493 99.80 11 91.5 15.82 5.04 411* 1.62

7 467 94.43 1 93.T .16.13 6.33. 1.95,

.

9
. 406 92.77 3 94.6 15.70 .7.81 2040'''.

* AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TOANCLUDENONGRADED CLASSES. 0

010 NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING. 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/730 EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.

fi STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE mums TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY. FORM 10 1971 EDITION.
THE NEANsToe. THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 31 51 7, AND 9 ARE 100tNATIONALSD 16.

I.
''''14'GRADMOUIV4ENCE (GE') DERI0ED FROM IOHA TEST5 OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE

NATIONAL NORM CROUP FOR GRADES 30 5. 7.'"AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7. 7.70 AND 0.4, VARYING SLIGHTLY

.FOR EACH WILL AREA.'

k.
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DORCHESTER COUNTY

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD 'AGE SCOREll
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),

BY SKILLS AREA'S

0.

II

(CONTINUED)

...

SKILL
AREAS

A1)
I

GRADE

.

(2) o

NUMBER. OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLED

13)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED **

(4)

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

.

(5).
AVEKAGE
STANDARD

' SCORE
(SAS) t

(6)
°

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(7)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
(GE) .ti

DEVIATION

(8)

STANDARD

(SDI

16)

LANGUAGE
USAGE

3 465 .96.13 . 91.6 15'091 3.33 1.30

5 493 99.80 11

a

91.5 15.82

,

'. 4.64 ' 1.64

.

7 467 94.43 3 931 7 16.13 6.27 1.85

9 486 91.77 94.6
1
15.70 7.51 '2.29

(7)

LANGUAGE
TOTAL

3 45 96.13 11 .91.6 15.91
J

'3.764 1.13

5 493 99.80 11 91.5 15:12 ' 5500 1.42o.
467 94.43 3 93.7 16.13 . 6.37 1.66

9 486 91.77 3 94.6

-.

15.70)
'

7.84

.

2011

(84

0

MATHEMATICAL
CONCEPTS

3 465 96.13 11 91.6 ' 15.91 3.18 .95

5 493 99.80 11 91.5 15.82 4.70

7
ft

1.17

7 467 94.43 3 93.7 16.13 6.48 1.44 '0

9
-

486 91.77 3 94.6 d15.70 A' /418 1.12

19)

MATHEMATICAL
PROBLPMS

3 .

465
.

96.13 11 91.6

.

15.91 3.30 .1.0W .

5 493 99.80 11 91.5 5.82 4.89 1.28

7 467 94.63 '

o

3 93.7 16.13 6.50 1.56

9 486 91.77. 3. 94.6 13.70 7.90 2.07

(10) -3
.s,

465 96.13 11
.

91.6 15%91

. /

3.24 .93

MATHEMATICAL
TOTAL

5 493 99.80 11
--

91.5. -, 15.12
.

, 4.80 1.12

7 467' 94.43 3 93.7 16.13 6.49 1.38

9 486. 0 91.77 3 94.6 15.70 7.19 1.14

* AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NDNGRADED CLASSES.

** NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 19/4 DIVIDED IV NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.

t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 10 1971 EDITION.' THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, ANA 9 ARE 100, NATIONAL SD 16.'

+ t GRADE EQUIVALENCEAGE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THENATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7r AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, 9.4, VARVING SLIGHTLYFOR EACH SKILL AREA.



(ACADEMY '- S. :DORCHESTER SK.JR)

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL-r,COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL REtOURCES'
PROFILE*

-

4

SCHOOL NAME

GRADE
ORGAN)-
CATION '

(1/

TOTAL
SCHOOL
ENROLL-
NEWT
(21

PUPIL/
STAFF
RATIO
(3)

DAILY
AVERAGE

: :::::T
DANCE
(4) 4

.

TOTAL NO.

..

AVERAGE YEARS
EXPERIENCE

PERCENT
STAFF

MASTER'S
DEGREE
OR ABOVE

(9)
.

SCHOOL AGE CMILDREN.-

PERCENT
DISAD-.
VAN-.

TAGED
(10)

MEDIAN
EDU.t.6".

TION OF
MOTHER
-(11)

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME
(6)

' (12)

TEACHER
(5)

ADMIN.
(6)

WEACHER
(7)

ADMIN.
II)

ACADEMY ELEM .-6 362 22.6 94.2 2.6.0 .0.0 12.6 ' 0.0 31.3 20.7 10.6 6098.0i

APPLEDY 3 96 24.0 94.9 3.0 1.0 12.9 27.5 25.0 25.1 10.5 6061.0

CRAPO K -6 122 19.4 93.5 5.3 1.0 7.9 6.9 : 15.9 13.0 6.7 6064.0

EAST CAMBRID(E 3-6 234. 19..5 94.9 11.0 1.0 12.6 15.6 25.0 17.7 10:4 8043.01'.. .
EAST NEW MARKET 2 -6 205 20.5 92.4 . 9.0 1.0 4.2 10.5 20.0 14.0 10.0 11323.0

ELDORADO 1 -6. 63 21.0 96.5 2.0 1.0 15.3 35.0 0.0 24.111 10.6 6309.0

GLASGOW 3 -4 149 21.3 96.7 . 6.0 1.0 21.6 30.0 14.3 21.6 10.6 1096.0

HOOPERS ISLAND 1 -6 55 16.3 96.2 2.0 1.0 17.6 32.0 0.0, 46.6 9.4 . 4660.0

HUDSON 10.6 59 14.7 97.1 3.0 1.0 9.5 6.5 0.0 '10.64, 10.5 7300.0

HURLOCK PRIMARY K -3 360 111.7 93.9 1114 1.0 9.7 12.0 10.4 24.6 , 9.9 6339.0

HURLOCK INTER 4 -6 282 18.2 94.6 14.5 1.0 9.6 13.0 12.9 r24.7 ' 9.9 3/ 8340.0'
-----------r"

PEACH IlLOSSOM
A

i 4..6 310 23.8 94.7 12.0 1.0 13.0 24.0 0.0 24.5 10.5 6061.0
i

°

TAYLORS ISLAND 1-6 14 14.0 97.9 1.0 0.0 8.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.8 ,5310.0

VIENNA PRIMARY K-3 105 17.5 95.9 5.0 1.0 14.0 35.13 33.3 24.3 9.2 7145.09

VIENNA INTER Ivqi 89 22.3 96.7 3.0 1.0 6.9 42.5 d 0.0 21.0 9.2 7145.0

SAMIIRIDGE JR HIGH 9 304 15.2 92.9 18.0 2.0 9.0 21.5 25.0 19.1 10.5 7966.0

MACES LANE SR JR 7..8 622 17.0 93 25 34.5 2.0 12.9 13.0 16.4 20.9 10.5 7966.0

N. DORCHESTER SR JR 7-.12 1436 16.5 90.0 53.0 3.0 1.2 20.3 16.1 22.1 9.9 8121.0

S. DORCHESTER SR JR 7-12 177 11.1 94.1 14.0 2.0 9.7 26.5 111.7 20.0 6.9 5697.0

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

f t 4 1)
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(ACADEMY - S. DORCHESTER SR JR)

DORCHESTER COUNTY
'SCHOOL SYSTEM

TABLE 4. RELATIONOF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

ARMS, WITH NONVERBWABILITY' STATISTICALLY

-CONTROLLED*

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY REAOSMO COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

MARY - DIFFER.. AVERAGE MARY* DIFFER.. AVERAGE MARY- /DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFE

LAND E!CE ' LARD ENCE LAND FENCE EMCE

NORM GE NORM GE NORM . GE NORM
SCHOOL NAME GRACE AVERAGE AVERAGE

SAS GE

ACADEMY ELEM 5. 91.2 .4.55

APPLEBY / 3 92.5 2.78

gRAPO 3 84.1 2.65
5 88.0 5.07

EAST CAMBRIDGE 3 87.2, 3.16
5 92.2.,- 4.29

EAST NEM MARKET 3 94.1 3.37
5 93.2 4.79

ELDORADO 1 3 99.4 3.78
5 105.8 5.46

GLASGOW 3 92.1 3.16

HOOPERS ISLAND 3 100.3 2.87
5 86.6 3.391

HUDSON 3 97.9 3.94
5 103.0 5.73

HURLOCK PRIMARY 3 88.3 2.79

HURLOCK INTER 5 91.0 4.19
0 -

PEACH BLOSSOM. 5 91.2 5.15

TAYLORS ISLANO 3 112.0 3.43
5 101.3 5.60

VIENNA PRIMARY 3 95.4 3.39

-VIENNA INTER 5 56.8 4.56

CAMBRIDGE 4n HIGH .9 96.0 .. 7.70

MACES LANE SR JR 7 94.8 6.10

N. DORCHESTER SR JR 7 91.8 5.72
9 92.0 7.15

Si DORCHESTER SR JR 7 95.5 6.59
9 94.6 7.18

4.41 +.04 4.65 .4.53 +.12 4.96 4.75. +.21

3.05 -.27 2.79 3.09 -.30 3.56 3.48 4.08

.

2.49 +.11 3.22 2.51 4.71 3.35 2.93 +.42

4.02 1.05 5.12 4.17 +.95 5.43 4.51 +.92 *

2.74 +.42 3.04 2.76 +.28 3.55 3.16 +.69 ..

4.47 ...18 4.38 4.59 -.21 4.71 4.82 -.11

3.12 '4.25 3.41 3.18 +.23 4.35 , 3.56 +.79

4.52 +.27 4.77 4.64 +.13 5.51 4.90 +.61

3.44 +634 3.62 3.53 +.09 3.5'2 3.89 -.07.

5.38, +.08 5.78 5.53 +.25 6.35 5.74 +.61

3.03 +.13 3.21 3.07 +.14 3.64 3.46 +.18

3.42 -.55 3.27 3.55 -.28 4.60 3.92 +.68

3.92 -.53 4.24 4.09 +.15 4.57 4.37 +.20

3.35 +.59 4.06 3.4.3 +.63 4.94 3.80 +1.14 4

5.16 +.57 5.96 5.31 +.65 6.50 5.53 +.77

2.79 +.00 3.05 2.41 4.24 3.52 3.21 +.31

4.37 -.16 4.42 4.48 -.06 4.74 4.76 -.02

4.41 +.74 5.23 4.53 4.70 5.09 4.75''. 4.34

4.10 -.67 3.57 4.29 -.72 4.07 4.63 -.56

4.93 +.67 5.20 5.12 4.05 .5.63 5.37 +.26

3.16 +.23 3.75 3.23 4.52 4.50 3.62 +.96

.

4.61 +.55 4.61 4.13 , 4.48 4.74 4.45 +.29

7.79 -.09 7.95 7.71 +.24 7.98 , 7.84 +.14

6.22 -.12 6'.33 6.33 4.00 6.40 6.47 -.07

5.94 -.22 6.10 6.07 +.03 6.24 .6.27 -.05

7.41 -.26 7.47 7.29 4.18 7.50 7.53 -.03

6.29 +.30 6..56 6.42 4.14 7.16 6.53 +.63

7.49 -.31 7.67 7.58 4.09 8.23 7.67 +.56

'I. SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 141

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

0
4

%
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b

4.80 +.01

3.05 3.21 -.16

2.82 2.76 +.06
4.89 4.56' +.33

o

3.26 2.94 +.32
4.62 4.87- -.25

3.76 3.29 .4.47
5.00 4.95 +.05

3.73 3.57 416
5.50 . 5.77 -.27

3.29 3.19 +.10

3.26 3.57 -.31
4.49 4.43 4.06

,,

3.53. 3.48 +.05
5.24 5.56 -.32

3.02 3.00 4.0

4.57 4.80 ' -.

4
..9
89 4.81 460

3.70 4.18 *.4
5.23 5.41 -.

3.52 3.34 O 4.1

4.78 4:50 +.2
A

8.00 8.03

6.55 6.66 -.

6.38 6.47.E

7.66 , 4.0

6.62, 6.83 ' -.2
809!" r''07.90 .4.1

,



5

(ACADEMY- S. DORCHESTER SR JR).

DORCHESTER COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

A
TABLE 5. RELATION OF AUIIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

-,AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND'SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*

SKILL AREAS
.

, .

VOCARULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL.

LAND ENCE
. AVERABE LIT 24gE5...AVERAGe MARY. 'DIFFER. AVERAGE t..121Y)... DIFFER

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER

ENCE ALANDSAS GE NORM GE NORM t GE , ' GE NORM o.

. 0

ACADEMY ELLH 5 91.2 4.45 4.41 +.04 4.65 . 4.53 +.,TE 4.96 4.75*, +.21 4.82 4.61 +.01
C

APpLEUY 3 92.5 2.75 ) 3.06 ..214 2.79 3.10 -.31 3.56 3.48. +.08 3.05 3.22 -.17
.

Ev

.

CHAPO a 3 54.1 2.60 2.52 +.08 3.22 2.54 +.68 3.35 2+96 +.39 2.62 2.76 +.06b G8.0 4.07 4.13 +.94 5.12 4.27 +.65 5.43 4.51 +.92 4.69 4.57 +.32

EAST CAMBRIDGE 3
5

87.2
92.2

3.16
4.29

2.72 0
4.50

+.44
-.21

3.04
4.38

2.75
:::; :.:77

3.15
4.83

+.70
-.12

3.26
4.62

2.93
4.81,

+.33 A,
..2610f

o

,
EAST NEM MARKET 3. 94.1 3.37 3.14 +.21 3.41 3.21 +.20 4.55 3.55 +.77 3.76 3.31 +.455 93.2 4.79 4.58 +.21 4.77 4.69 +.08 5.51 4.90 +.61 5.00 4.96 +.04

ELOOkADO 3 99.4 3.78 3.50 +.28 3.62 3.56 +.06 4.82 3.91 ...09 3.73 3.60 +.13b 105.8 5.46 5.67 -.21 , 5.78 5.71 +.07 6.35 5.66 +.49 5.50, 5.59 -.39

GLASnO 3 92.1 3.16 3.04 +.12 3.21 3.08 +.13 3.64 3.46 +.15 3.29 3.20 +.09
.ROPERS ISLANU 3 00.3 2.87 3.56 -.60 3.27 3.62 -.35 4.441 3.97 +.63 3.26 3.65 t.395 86.6 3.39 4.01 -.62 4.24 4.16 +.08' 4.57 4.40 +.17 4.49 4.46 +.03

1 .HUDSON 3 9/.9 3.94 3.41 +.53 4.06 3.46 +.60 4.94 3.82 +1.12 3.53 3.52 +.015 103.0 5.73 5.42 +.31 5.96 5.48 +.48 6.30 5.65 +.65 5.24 .---5.68 -.44
e

HURLOCK PRIMARY 3 88.3 2.79 2.79 .00. 3.05 ' 2.82 +.23 3.82 3.22 +.30 3.02 2.49 +.03
.."

s

HURLOCK INTER 5 .91.0 4.19 4.39 -.20 4.42 4.51 -.09 4.74 4.74 +.04 4.57

4447429:

...

:".:5

PEACHTLOSSOM 5 91.2E 5.15 4.41 ;.74 5.23 4.53 +.70 5.09 4.75 +.34 4.89.. .

TAYLORS ISLANII- 3 112.0 3.43 4.31 -.86 3.57° 4.40 -.83 407 4.70 -.63 3.70'..5 101.3 5.60 5.28 +.32 5.20 5.34 -.14 5.63 5.52 +.11 5.23 5.56 -.33

VIENNA PRIMARY 3 95.4 3.39 . 3025 +.14 3.75 3.29 +.46 . 4.58 3.66 +.92 3.32 3.38 +.14

VIENNA. INTER 5 86.8 4!56 4.03 4.61 4.17 ' +.44 4.74 4.42 +.32 4.78 4.48 +.30

CAMBRIDGE JR HIGH 9 96.q, '7.70 7.41 7.73 +.22 7.48 7.92 +.06 0.00 8.06 -.06

)
MACES LANE SR JR 7 94.8 6.10 424 ..14 6.33. 6.34 -.01 6.40 6.49 .54 6.35 6.67 -.12

N. DORCHESTER SR JR 7 91.8 5.72 5..,1a .420 6.10 '6.04 +.06 6.24 6.24 +.01 6.38
.:101

9 92.0 7.15 7.45 -.30 7.47 7.26 +.21 7.50 7.52 -.02 1.66 7.%)
.1.

.

S. DORCHESTER SR JR 7 95.5 6.59 6.32 +.27 6.56 6.41 +.15 7.16 6.56 +.60 6.62 6.73 ..119 94.6 7.18 7.75 -.57 7.67 7.56 +.11 8.23 7.78 +.45 8.09 7.91 .18

2. SEE CHAPTER 4. SECTION 4.1.2 FOR 'DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK OP)
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

.
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'LOCAL-SCHOOL SYSTEM LEVEL--ACCOUNTABILITY ASSESSMENT INVORMATION

4.11
r

FREDERICK COUNTY

SChool System Goals and Objectives

A. Educational Accountability in Frederick County Schools.
Many local Boards of Education in Maryland had-policy statements
and were implementing various forms of educational accountability
before the State Educational Accountability' law was ed..

The

school systems which were most advanced in this pros s had to

change or modify their procedures more drastically than those
systems that had no formal accountability.

Educational accountability in the, Frederick County schools
is conceived in three parts.

1. Maximum Standards - Our goals,aspirations,
and hopes for children and,education

2. Optimum Standards -
tations, wants and

3. Minimum Standards -
ances, acceptances,
and education

ideals,

Our realistic objectives, expec-
desires for children and education

Our baret certification, toler-
and justifications for-children

24 '
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As a result of a MinimumrStandards Resolutioh,passed:byth Board of Education of Fridexick County, September 8,. 1971,a et of measurable Minimum Standards were established in thear of:

. Basic learning skills, (including but not limited4 to Odding, writing, arithmelic, listening and) problem solving)

2. t Occupational skills (eAch graduate to have a salableproficiency/in a vocational skill, including
.precolleg te preparation)'

3. Cultura and environmental un erstandings (includingbut not limited to science, ec ogy, health and
safety, physical fitness, music, artI'drama and
dance, and'socjcalization)

0

k.

'Frederick County currently,has a process that measuresthese learnings for all students. To measure these'MinimumStandards and the Optimum Standards in certain areas, all majortests were reviewed with particular attention to the relation8hip..between the test and our stated Frederick County School objectivesand curriculum. It was determined that the Metropolitan Achievement-Tests best fit our school system. A professional staff was employed,computer systems were .developed, and a massive inservice was begun'in the county schools to implement this part of our accountabilitysystem.

Whereas' Minimum Standards were conceptualized as &minimexpectation for indiyidual'students and a minimum., promise of ourschool system to each-student, Optimum Standards were conceptualizedas standards fbr groups, of students to measure the effect of schoolcurriculum on students. For this evaluation task, and criterionreference testing, along with teacher checklists and professionalcertification were used as part of the evaluation system foraccountability.

4The Maximum Standards are our goals'and aspirations forstudents and-we are generally stated in our philosophy and are ...not directly measurable. We assume that movement towards ourobjectives means movement toward our goals.

B. Frederick County School System Goals. Baded upon theState-wide Goals-in Reading, Writing, ari. Mathematics, adopted bytlle,Maryland State Board of Education, Frederick County hasdeveloped the following Local System Goals:

7



In Reading, students upon completion of their elementary-

, secondaYy school:reading program should:

1.A. Be able to identify purposes for using print and
'nonprint materials.

1.B. Be able'to 'select from a wide variety of available-
print and nonprint materials those which are
suitable in level of difficulty and in con nt.

;2.A, Be able to kdentify and apply a system they can use
for recognizing words and determining their
appropiiae meaning for those 14ords. SucA a.
system could include use of pictures, context,

.Atkuctural, phonic, and authority (i.e., glogsary,
dibtionary, peer). clues.

2.B. Be able to instantly and consistent'y pronounce
many words and identify meanings ap*opriate to
the context.

,3.A. Be able to determine the meaning of a communication
J)Y, identifying the style, purpose, patterns of
organization (simple listing, time-space sequence,
cause-effecte comparison=contrast), and style used

by the author.

3.B.-Be able to se their own experiences and knowledge
of the co tent to ask questiongi or use questions
asked by others which cause them to think liferallY,

reading the lines), critically, (i.e., reading
between the lines), and creatively (i.e., reading
beyond the lines) about the content and find
'suitable 'answers to these questions.

4.A. Be able -pp follow directions.

4.B. Be able to locate reference materials.
,

ol/ar
.c. Be able to, gain information from selected references.

4.D. Be able to interpret and complete forms.

.5. Have a positive attitudes towards reading indicated
-by an interest. 'in reading and wdesire to read.

o

In Writing, each: student:

1.A. Records his, thoughts and feelings for his,own use,
observing-appropriate conventions of writing..,

.

247.
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1.B. Communicates'his thoughts and feelings to others,
observinTl'appropriate conventions of writing.

*A. Writes in a social situation, observing appropriate
conventions of writing.

2.B. Writes in a businessor vOcational situation,
observing the appropriate conventions of writing.

2.C. Writes in a scliflastic situation, observing appro-
priate conventions of writing:

3.A. Demonstrates the necessity of.writing for alvariety
of personal and social needs1

.3.B. Writes to fulfill personal and social needs.-

In. Mathematics, each Frederick County student, commensu-'rate with his ability and completion of the required mathematicscourses should:

4

1.A. Demonstrate the Ability to count
1

1.B. Recall mathematicalfacts

1.C. Identify mathematical symbols

1.D. Have a knowledge of mathematical terms

1.E. Identify geometric shapes

2.A. Perform the operation of addition

Perform the Operation of subtraction

2.C. Perform the operation of multiplication

2.D. Perform the operation of 'division

2.E. Solve simple equations

2.F. Solve simple'inequalities

2.G. Use measuring.devices

2.H. Perform geometric Constructions

2.I. Use charts and .tables

3.A. Underitand the concebt of rpmber

248
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3.B. Translate a
symbolic .,uiva ent

3.C. T s to a mathematical statement

al statement to a mathematical

to verbal eativalent

Understand that various ptoCedures exist for the

solvihg of a problem
i;

3.E:HTranslatea mathematical statement to a physiCal model

.F.UnderStand the application of a physical

a mathematical epuivalent

;nterptet;-charts, tables and data

4.AJ'AnalyZe anla select the processes necesgar,to
mine tlfe solution of a prOblem

model to
1

deter-

4.B. Acquire the ability to follow a 1O6ical devedopment

of a solution to a problem

4.C. Solve. and test reasonableness of result

4.D. Test 'accuracy 'of a Solution of the prOblem

5.A. Recognize a problef, state the problem, formulate

hypothesis, and ascertain if the problem has a

uniqpe solution

5.B. Make a judgement of the conditions and determine if

the conditions are sufficient for proving or
disproving the problem

6.A.

'6 . B

Recognize, the importance of mathematics in the

progress of civilization

Gain satisfaction from, using

Be ,able. to use the contents
mathematics

mathematics

and techniques o

- -

D. Actively seek participation _in and further develop-

,ment df his matheMatical skills

* C. .
Comments on; the Accountability Assessment Program Results:

The State testing program would have compi.etely upset the entire

local accountability system; so-after negotiation with the Mary-

land State Department of Eduction,_Frederick County was allowed

to use randqm sampling as a procedure for testing. While "retaining



'the Metropolitan Achievement Tests for local accountability, we-randomly sampled thirty studehts'per.grade per school and the IowaTests oftBasic Skills, its'content and format, our students did nothave that advantage. Most. of the other Maryland school systems havehad the opportunity' over the years to adjust their curriculum tothe objectives of the test. The use of unadjusted socio-economicinformation nearly five years old may be more_accurate for systemswhich have a laWer growth rate than Frederick County. The use ofa nonverbal I.Q. score to predict academic achievement may changeour traditional notions of academic achievement for we have tradi-.tionally used a verbal I.Q. score for such predictions._ Importantvariables such,as percentage of grade retention of students werenot considered as part of the regression analysis of test results.These' are just some of the testing problems that need to be con-' sidered insanalysis of the,test data presented in the StateAccountability Report.

All levels of the Frederick County School system havecarefully considered the results from the State Accountabilitytesting and steps are being taken to overcome the discrepanciesindicated. In some cases it was easy to determine the probablecause of discrepancies but in other cases, where the informationOas not verifiable by any other available data, we a °re stillin the propess of diScovering what needs to be done. We hopethat those who read and'use this report will consider it as morethe establishment 'of. base line informatioh than as an accurate,, comparative evaluation of the schools in Maryland.

D. '`Comments on Assessment Results Other Than Those of theState Accountability,Assessment Program: The following is apresentation otsome data from Frederick County's AccountabilitySystem. It presents.a quite different picture of the'schools andthe school system and cannot be directly related to State Accounta-bility testingkbecause of differences in the test format; prOce-dure, and reporting format. The purpose, which is accountability,is theOnly thing they have in.common. Action based on the twosets of datd would be quite different.



MEDI!:RICK COUNTY

GRADE 1', METROPOLITAN ACrIIEVFPE..NT- TEST ELEMENTARY PRIMARY I SPRING -1974

Paw scores and Stanine Scores for the Average Student: School by School

NOPMS Pane

Na Nu'riber

WOrd
Know. Stanine I Reading. Stanine

Total
Reading Stanine

Total
Math Stanine

County 1524 24 24 6 48 . 6 39 5

Carroll Manor 52 18 4 18 5 . I 37 4 29 4

Parkwaz 40 26 6 1 29 7 1 56 6 '43 6

South Frederick 69 23 5 1 22 6 I 46 5 31 4

East Frederick j 74 20 4 1 20 5 I 40 5 37- 5

Elm Street
North Frederickl

-78
78

19 4 1 19 5 38 5 33 4

260 6 27 6 I 54 6 44 6

Middlecwn I 68 23 5 22 6 I 45 5 38 5

Emitsburg 33
42

18

20

4

4

20

1 19

5,

5

3,8

I 40

5

5

36
35

5

5
Wolfsville.
Urbana - 64 24 1 26 6 50 6 37 5

Liberty' 49 25 ,. 5 1 25 6 I 51 6 30 4

New Market 59 20 4 1 19 5 I 39 39

Green Valley 112 26 . 6 25 6 1 51 6 40 5

Sabillasville 28 21 20 5 42 '5 37 5

Woodsboto 27 20 .4 18 5 39 5 '36 5

New Midwa I

28 24 5 23 6 47 6 36
. 5.

Valley I .83 23 5 22 6 I 46 . 5 41 5

Thurmont Elem. 96 28' 6 31 7 1 59 43 *6

NDersville ' F 46 26 6 24 6 I 50 6 38 5

Lewistown k 70 28 6 28 7 I 57 6 43

Yellow Springs 50 24 5 25 6 I 49 . 6 43 6

averley I 100 24 5 21, 6 1 46 5 41 5

Brunswick I 92 25 5 23 6 I 48 6 38 5

alkersville I 68 27 6 28* 55 6 47

GRADE 4 METROPOLITAN ACHIEVEMENT TEST n_EMENTARY I SPRING 1974

Raw Scores and Stanine ScOres for the Average Student: School by School

NATIONAL NORMS.

i are Number
Word
-Know. Stanine Beading Stanine

_.,

g07,

. ,

Stanine
Total
Math Stanihe

aunty 1781 33 4 27 5 28

.

75

- oll Manor 45 31 4 25 4 27 - 4 74 Z

l'arkway 53 36 5 30 '5 34 5 85 5 . .

.uth Frederick 95 26 3 20 20 a 3 55 3

.st Frederick 87 27 3 22 4 21 3 ,' 60 - 3

in Street. 94 31' 4 24 4- 24 4 68 ' 4

orth Fred6rick 97 36 5 29 5 30 5' 81, 5

4idd1etown 85 36 5 28 5 27 4 79' 5

'tsburg 47 32 4 -25 4. 26 4 ' 75 4'

bifsville 35 37 28 5 25 4 78 4

rbana 64 29 -4 24 4 22 4 65 4

rty 89 30 4

4

24

27

45 25

30

4

5

67
79

4

5
ewMarket-,- 83 33

reen Val-.2y 97 35 5' 28 5 1 -29 4

4

77

76'
--illasville 40 33 4 26 5 1 27

sboro 40 33 4 25 4 270 4 74

69

4,

ew Midway 29 28 3 24 4 24 4

alley 81 34 4 29 5 29 4 72

I hurront Elem. 131 36 5 29 5 33 5 85 5

ersv!..lie 48 37 5 31 5 29 4 75 4

-wistown 67 34 4 28 1 28 4 75
88

ellow Springs 65 38 5 31 5 32.
'IT_ 1
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GUADE 4 - .ME'rROPOLITAN'AGIITAS\ENT
TEST - Continued

Name Number
Word
KnoW. Stanine Reading Stanine Lang. Stanine.,

-County 1781 33 27 5 28 4
Waverley 121 38 29 5 32 5Brunswick 98 35 5 27 5 29 A04Walker6ville 88 36 30 31

MUT t5
Raw Score's

Nane

CoUnty

::4:Page 2

Total'
Math Stanine

75

81 5

81
82 5

POLITAN ACHIEVEMENT TEST INTERMEDIATE SPRING 1974
d Stanine Scores for the Average Student: School by-School

NATIONAL NORMS
Word
Know. Stanine Reading

1742 25 5 22

liparroll Manor
Parkwy

6-1 1 22 4 18
64 30 5 26

South' Frederick 96 18 /7
East Frederick
Elm Street

89 1 21 4
88 20 4

North.Frederick 90 31 5

17
18
27

Tiliddletown 66 27 22
Etmitsburg 52 21 4 18
Wblfsville

I 31 25 5
'Urbana
Liberty

vlIgPw Market
17'

een Valle 95 1

21
59 22 4 19
81 23 20
89 24 21

27 5 23
Vbodsboro
New Midway
V4ey
Thurmont Middle 159
Myersville 61
Lewistown I 67

,46 26 5 23
24
68 1

6 22
29

27
28
25

5 25
5 23
5 24
5 20

Yellow Springs
Way I"'.
Brunswick
Walkersville

70 29 5 25
116 27 5
94 24 4
76 29

GRADE 8. METROPOLITAN ACHIEVEMENT TEST ADVAMOENeSPRING 1974
Raw ScOres and Stanine Scores

NATIONAL
the Avenge Student: School by School

24

21
25

Stanine

5

5
6

3

3

4

6

5
4

4

4

4

5
5
5

5
5
5

4
5

5

5

6

Name 'Number
Word
Know. Stanine Reading Stanine .Lang.

,

Stanine
Total
Math Stanine

County 1602 29. 5

1

t25 5
-

48 4
,

65
West 361 28 4 23 p- ,f 40 4 61 4"Thomas Johnson 397 31 5 26 5 51 5 66 5Middletown 182 31 5 26 5 52 5 67 5Emmitsburg 37 25 y4 22 .4 41 4 I 61 4Linganore 151 31 5 427 5 50 5 "70 5Thurmont Middle

. 199 29 5 26 5 50 5 64 4Brunswick 144 27 4 22 4 42 4 58 4Walkersville 131 31 5 26 5 53 7.7



FREDERICK COUNTY .

TABLE.I. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RE'$ouRc0 PROFILE

A. COMMUNITY, CHARACTERISTICS

(1)

TOTAL'
POPULATION

. (2)

. MEDIAN.
FAMILY
INCOME

(3)

PERCENT
DISADVANTAGED ... ..

'SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN '

84.927 .

.
.$9.550 .

c.
23.3

(10
.

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
MALES .25 YEARS --.

OF AGE OR OLDER
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

(5)
,

.

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL,
FEMALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL.YEARS).

10.0 . 11.2

1. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPJEMBER, 1973)

16)

TOTAL
SCHOOL

ENROLLMENT
. .

(7),

AVERAGE .

TEACHER
SALARY

(8)

AVERAGE o

ADMINISTRATOR,
SALARY

(9)

AVERAGE
YEARS

TEACHING
EXPERIENCE

' (10)

AARAGE
YEARS

1

' ADMINISTRATOR
EXPERIENCE

21.922 $10,677 $18.278 9.5 417.2'

(11)

PERCENT STAFF
MASTERS. DEGREES

OR ABOVE

(12) .

SCHOOL LEVEL
PUPIL/STAFF

RATIO

(13)

PERCENT
AVG. DAILY
ATTENDANCE

2sa .

20.0 ' 94.4

C. FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972.-1973 SCHOOL YEAR)

(14)

°TOTAL
PER PUPIL
COST

115)

PER PUPIL
INSTRUCTIONAL

COSTS

(16)

'PERCENT

-

EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO
INSTRUCTION

(17)

PER PUPIL
ADMINISTRATIVE 'I

(CENTRAL. OFFICE)
'COSTS

$890.9 . 070.25 ' 75.6 ..'
.

$28017

(181

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

ADMINISTRATION
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

(19) .

PER PUPIL
PUPIL PERSOW..
NEL SERVICES

COSTS

(20)

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

MOIL PERSONNEL
SERVICES

3.1 $5.15 0.6

SEE APPENDIX A TORDEFINITION OF TERMS ANDSOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE.
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.FREDERICK COUNTY

TABLE 2.-AONVERBAL7ABILiTY 'q1AVeRA0:e STANDARD AGE:SCORE)I,

AND ACADEMIC ACHTEVEMEOTIGWE:EQUIVALENCEft
BY $K1..L.4kREAS

1

. 1 .
SKILL
AREAS

' (1)

GRADE .

(2)
a

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLED'

,(BI:,

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS

-7E57E144
'.SCHOOLS

(4)

NUMBER OF i

TESTED .

'(5)
AVERAGE
STANGARD.
AGE
SCORE
(SASIf

li)

.I.'

STANDARD
."- 'DEVIATION

(SD)'

(7)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
( 'GE)"

(8)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(-SD)

(1)

VOCABU6RY

,

1740 40.06 .24 ° 1$0:0 .
< '

10.52 '
3.34 1.13

5 1770 38..42 23 10015 16.13. 5.04
.

1.57 -

;,T im 12.75 .a 100.2 16.06 6,80 i:es .

9

..-

1009 .loom 7 99'4 16.31 4 ,8.10 2.20 1.

12)

AW ING
OOMPRE,

\HENSkON.

.

/

1740 40.06

..

24 100.0 16.52 3.45 1.21
,

.

1770
-

38.42
.
23 106.5 16.83. 5.11 1.54 '

.

7 1027 -12.75.
.... 100.2 ; 16.46 6.92 1.72

9 1809
. _ .4.

101'49
99.0 16.31 ,8.38 1.75

J3)
.

. .

SPELLING

. .

174d 40.06 :24 100.0 16.12 3.89
(

1.44

1. '
17711 31.42

.

23 100.5 16.03 .0 5.23 1.69 .

. . 1167 '

.

..12.75
100.2 16.06 6.79 2.21.::.

?..

1809 10.89 7, 99 16.31 7.92 1.40

.(4)

CAPITAL-
ATION

. .

3..- t, 1740' 40.06 24 v
100.0 ,16.52 3.72 . ' ; I.30

4

.1770 -38.42 23 100.5 '

.

16.83 5.24 1.68

'7 . 1827 - 12'75
. 8 100.2 16.06 6,77',.

.

2.09

9 1809
.

14010k
.

7 99.0 16.31 0.06 2.40

(5)

PUNCTUATION

.......
.1%

...
.

3 , 1740 .40.06 24 100.0 16.52 3.85 1.34

...-

" 1770 ,

.

38.42 23

.07..-
,

100.5 16.83 5.17 1.71

7 "1827 12.75 8 =-'
..

10012

.

-
1,

16.06
,

.

4.75 . 2.00

9 1809 10.89
.) ,

7 99.8
..

16.31 7.71 2.35

-

-.0 AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONOADED CLASSES.

OX NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED
SPRING1:1974 DIVIDED BY NURSER ENROLLED

9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.

f'S7ANDARD AWSCORE. (SAS) DERIVED
FROM COGNITIVE,ABILITIE$ TESTI NONVERIAL.DATTERY,

FORM 1971 EDITION.

THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL
NORMAROUP FOR GRADES 3, Sr , 7, -AND 9 ARE 1001 NATIONAL SD 16.

'1f GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE)- DERIVED POOH IOWA
TESTS OF 2.4510 SR/US. FORM 5. 1971 EDITION* THE MEANS IN THE

NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7. AND 9 ARE
APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.71 7.71 AND 9.4, VARYING SLIGHTLY

FOICEACH SKILL AREA. 1

2 r5
4-209



FREDERICK COUNTY

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE):
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),

BY SKILL AREAS

(CONTINUED)

SKILL
AREAS

(1)

GRADE

(2) .

NUMIER OF-
STUDENTS
ENROLLED *

(3)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED **

(4)

NUMIER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

(5)
AVERAGE
STANDARD

AGE
SCORE
(SAS) t

(6)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(7)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
(GE) tt

'(5)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(6)----*

A.ANGUAGE
USAGE

-

3 -1740 40.06 24 100.0. '16.52 3.37 1436

5 1770 38.42 23 100.5 16.83 '5.05 1.73

7 1127 12.75 6 100.2 16.06 6.7% 2.19

9 1809 10.89 7
*

.99.8 16.31 7.90 2.36

(7)

LANGUAGE
: TOTAL

.

3 1-00 40.06 24 100.0 16.52 3.71 1.20

5 £770 38.42

.

23 100.5 16.83 1

.

-5.17 1.57

7 2.127 12.75 6 100.2 16.06 6.76

.

1.92

9 1109. 10.89 7

.

99.6 16.31 7.90 2;12

(81

MATHEMATICAL
CONCEPTS

3 1740 40.06 - 24 100.0 16.52 3.49 1.05

5. = 1770
: -

38.42
-.

23 100.5 16.83 5:62 1.55

7

...'

s4'

182/ 12.75 8 100.2 16.06. 7.23 1.70

9 180940K 10.89 t 7 99.8
. 16.31 8.56 2.00

(9)

MATHEMATICAL
PROBLEMS

3 1740 40.06 24 100.0 16.52 '3.40 1.13 .'

5 1770 ° 38.42 23 100.5 16.53 5.25 1.38

7 1827 12.75 a 100.2 16.06
9
7.04

.

1.63

9
1809 10.89 99.1 16.31 1.21 2.01

(10)

MATHEMATICAL
TOTAL '

?..

3 1740 40.06 24 100.0 16.52 3.44 1.04

6 1770 138.42 23 100.5
..

16.83 5.44 1'49

7 1527 .1295 8
.

100.2 16.06 7.14 1.563.'

1.90

,

9 1809 10.49 7 99.8 16.31 8.38

* AS OF 9/30/73. ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE. NONGRADED CLASSES.

** NUMBER. STUDENTS TESTED SPRING,. 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.

i STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, PORM.1. 1971 EDItION.
THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM-GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7. AND 9 ARE 10Dt NATIONAL SD.* 16.

tt GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE
NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR °GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5:7, 7.7, 9.4, VARYING SLIGHTLY
FOR EACH SKILL AREA.

4 -21O



(BRUNSWICK - VALLEY)

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL - - COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCESPROFILE*

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
PERCENT PERCENT

PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN
TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS STAFFGRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S DISAD- EDUCA- FAMILYORGANI- ENROLL- STAFF ATTEN DEGREE VAN- T1ON OF INCOME,TEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.ZATION MENT RATIO DANCE OR ABOVE TAGEb MOTHER ($)SCHOOL NAME (11 (2) 13) 14) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (121

BRUNSWICK

CARROLL MANOR

EAST FREDERICK

ELM STREET

GREEN VALLEY

LEWISTOWN

LIBERTY

MIDDLETOWN

"MYERSVILLE

NEW -MARKET

NEW MIDWAY

NORTH FREDERICK

PARKWAY

SABILLASVILLE

SOUTH FREDERICK

THURMONT

URBANA

VALLEY

K-6

K-6

K-4

K-6

K-6

K-6

K-6

K -6

K-6

K-6

K -6

K-6

K-6

K-4

K-6

K-4

K-6

K-6

6

525

370

552

588

725

465

501

493

3¢8

534

189

668

347

163

593

600

465

506

20.8

21.910

20.6

20.3

22.6

22.1

24.1

22.4

22.5

23.5

17.8

21.8

20.1

19.9

19.7

22.3

22.9

19.3

95.3

95.4

94.3

95.1

94.2

95.6

96.6

96.5

98.1

96.3

95.7

94.5

96.4

97.2

94.9

95.2

96.6

96.4

24.2

15.9

24.8

27.0

31.1

20.0 6

18.8

21.0

13.6

21.7

9.6

28.6

16.3

7.2

27.1

24.9

19.3

24.2

1.0

1.0

2.0

2.0

1.0

1.0

2.0

1.0

1.0

1.0

1.0

2.0

1.0

1.0

3.0

2.0

1.0

2.0

10.7

9.2

8.6

12.0

5.8

7.4

11.7

10.0

14.5

10.1

8.5

11.0

10.8

9.3

10.6

12.5

7.4

17.2

23.0

8.5

23.3

26.7

6.0

10.0

30.0

24.6

19.5

15.5

16.0

24.5

11.0

8.0

17.6

26.3

12.0

16.9

15.1

26.6

21.6

25.9

18.1

21.4

14.4

50.0

39.7

25.1

26.4

19.6

8.7

12.2

13.3

25.7-

20.2

26.7

7.9

9.5

,15.5

22.9

10.5

7.2

7.2

2.1

7.7

9.9

7.7

2.6

6.8

10.3

20.6

8.8

8.3

5.2

10.8

11.2

11.2

11.6

11.1

10.8

,10.7

11.7

11.2

11.4

10.1

11.6

11.6

10.1

11.4

10.4

11.9

9.7

8462.0

857,5.0

9581.0

9842.0

92384

9178.0

8977.0

10805.0

f861.0

8890.0

9045.0

9853.0

9842.0

8145.0

9661.0

9397.0

.10902.0

0614..0

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

0

1-212
04%



'(BRUNSWICK - VALLEY)

FKOLKICK. OUNlY
$CHOOL SYSIEM

TABLE 4: RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT,TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS., WITHNONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY
CONTROLLED*

;KILL AREAS
4.414.1,*,

voCAnULXR7 READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

MARY. DIFFER.
1..6141 VICE
NORM

scdonL NAME G6ADE AVERAGE AVFRAUL

SAS PE

MARY..
Loam
NORM ,

oltFrp- AVERAGE
ElOE

GE

MARY A:
LANG
NORM

.

PIEFERAtAVOAGE
'EKE

RE

MARY -'4
LANG
NORM

OIFFrRA AVERAGE
ENCE

GF

8HUNSWIC6 3 105.4 3.65' 3.79 A.14 3.70 3.91. A.21 3.45 4.26 .41 3.67

5 9o.1 4.55 . 4.77 22 '4.71 .4.119 -.16 4057 5.09 ",52:. 5.12

CA0R01.1 MA 101 3 95.9 3.24 3.27 A.03 3.50 3.33 +.17 3.66 3.70 .A.04 3.67

5 93.9 4.73 4.65 +.0R 4.40 4.77 -.37 4.63 4.94 A.31 5.07

4

. EAST FREOL4ICA. j 94,9 2.93 3.22 -.20 3.00 3.27 -.21 3.75 3.64 A.34 3.14

5 95.1 4.27 4,76 ...101 4.36 4.66 -.50 4.21 5.05 -04 4.66

EL,: STREET 3 96.6 3.13 3,33 -.20 3.22 3.39 A.17 3.35 ' 3.75 A.40 3.10

5 9543 4.44 4.81 -.37 4.35 4.90 -.55 4.31 5.06 A.75 4.95

6

GREEN VALLcY 3 162.2 3.39 3.63 A.24 3.62 3.72 -.10 3.69 4.07 .34 3:34

5 102.7 5.26 5.24 A.04 5.32 5.36 -.04 5.42
/

5.55 -.03 5.59

.140ISIM*14 .., 3 97.6
s 91.4

3.76
5.06

3.36
4.46

4,42
4.58

3.69
4.92

3.42
4.58

. +.27
+,34

4.02 .

4.A6
3.79
4.79

,23
4407

5.65
5.01

,

L10ERTY j 99.3 3.06 +4.45 -.37 3.23 3.53 -.30 3,36 3.69 -.53 3.10

S 100,9 5.05 5.09 A.04 , 5.13 5.21 A.011 5.n7 5.43 -.36 5.16

vxr

1.11uOLLT046 .1 400.1 3.23 3.54 11!,411 t 3.20 3.61 -.35 3.46 3.96 -.40 3.28

5 109.9 5.19 5.45 . A:29 5.0a 5..57 -.57 5:41 5.74 .33 5.64

MYLRS9ILLL 3 9943 3.19 3.46 -.27 3.28 3.54 -.26 3.44 3.90 ..3A 3,09

S 104.7 5.47 5.17. 4.10 5.63 5.50 +.13 5.42 5,66 -.26 5.29.

W., MOW 92.5 3.40 3.04 +.31 3.39 3.12 +.27 3.75 3.50 4.25 3.41

5 98.4 4.71 4.97 -.26 5433 5.06 +.25, 5.45 5.25 +.2n 5.63

4
1

N1.4,MIOMAY 3 105.0 3.41, 3,75 .02 3.72 3.86 -.14 3.87 11.21 -.24 3.75

b 100.6 4.92.. 5.04. -.12 5.25 ,. 5.15 +.10 5.20 5.42 -.22 5.53

A..

.
Ow

NGATH FFIL64.RIO4 3 10.6 3.7R 5,7n A.50 3.46 3.36 A.42 3.41 4.22 A.41 3.72

6 A10.0 5.76 5,70 -.02 5.74 $44 -.15 n.nn 6.06 -.06 0.09

PAH AY '3 104.2 3.47 1.76 .4.20 3.78 3.06 4.85 4.20 A.15 3.50

5 107.7 5.52 5.62 5.60 5,74 +.06 5.49 5.90 -.01 6.23

SIA,41 SV46LE 3 WO 3.55 ''3,45 .10 3.63 3.'84 0.00 3.04 3.90 044 3.47

WA' 1' 3' 91.2 2.80 3.02 -422 2.62 3.04 -.22 3.27 3.42 -.15 2.69

5 92,7 3.68 4.6? '.74 4.09 4.71 -.62 4.20 4.16 A.68 4.31.

*11801.1....1.7 S 104.3 3.76 3.72 4.04 3:6.3 3.213 4.00 4.n2 4518 -.16 3.12

UH0ANA 94,7 3.16 3,25 3.10 3.26 A.12 3.72 3.64 4.01' 3,46

95.5 5.16 4.66 4.211 5.1u 4.95 +.15 5.01 5.10 -.09 5.26

VALLEY 3 97.2 '3.52, 3.29 4.23 3.68 3.36 :4.32 3.40 3.73 4.17 3.46

5 102.6 5.49 5.14 4.33 5.59 5.26 .4,33 5.57 5,56 4.01 5.48

f SEE CHAPTER 4. SECTION 4.1.2
FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 02

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

A

4 -21.3

3018
'5.14 -.02

3,40, +.27
4.44 ..on

3.35 -.21
5.10 -.44

3.45 -.35
5.12 ..1.7

3.72 -.36
5.59 +.00

lSe.:4; :..1:

3.57. .47
5,47 -.31 .

3.63 A.35 ,,
5.77 -.13

3.57 0.48 *
5.71 -.42

3.23 +.16
5.30 +.33

.

3.65-4 -.10
5.45 4.08

3.85 -.13
6.06 4.01

3.53 -.33
5.93 +.30

3.118

3.17 A.26
4.04 -.63 0

3.02 4.00

3.36 4.10
5.15 4.13

3.43.: +.03
5,66 -.10



. .-

(BRUNstrIck VALLEY)

FREDERICK COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS,. BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC. STATUS
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*

SKILL AREAS

SCHOOL NAME

BRUNSWICK

C044ROLL MA 4OR

EAST. FREDERICK

ELM STREET

GREEN VALLe.Y

LEWISTOWN

i

.L1OERTY

MIODLETOWH

MYEHSVILLL

NL0 MARKET

NL0 MIDWAY

NORTH FREDERICK

PARKW AY.

SABILLASVILLE

SOUTH FREOLRICK

THORMONT

URBANA

VALLEY

%

VOCABULARY

GRADE AvERAGE4AVERAGE MARY.-
LAND

SAS GE NORM

.

3 105.4 3.65 3.89
5 96.1 4.55 4.83

3 95.9 3.24 3.28
5 93.9 4:73 .

3 94.9 2,93 3.22
5 95.1 4.27 4.74

3 96.6 3.13 3.32
5 95.3 4.44 4.76

3 102.2 3.39
5 102 7 5.16

3.\r
5. 0

3 97.5 3.78 3.39
5 91.4 5.06 4.43

,

3 99.3 3.68 5.50
5 100.9 5.05 5.24

3 100.1 3.23 3.55
5 104.9 5.19 5.59

3 99.3 3.19 3.50
5 10407 5.47 5.57

3 92.5 3.40 3.06
5. 98,4 4.71 5,03

3. 105.0 3.43 3.86
5 100,6 4.92 5.22

,

3 104.15 3.28 3.83
5 110,0 5.76 6.03

--... '

3 104.2 3.47 3.81
5 107,7 5.52 5.83

3 99.8 3.55 3.53

3 91.2 2.80 2.98
5 92.7 3.88 - 4.54

.. .

3 104.3 3.76 5.82

3 94.7 3.15 3.20
5 95.5 5.16 4.78

3 97.2 3.52 3.36
5 102.6. 5.49 5.59

READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL
0DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER. AVERAGE MARY- DIFFFR- AVERAGE MARY.. DIFFER..EKE LAND ENCE LAND ENCE LAND ENCEGE NORM GE 'NORM

. GE NORM
,,,.. . - MC .

+.24 3.70 3.96 -.26 4.85 - 4.29 +.44 5.87 3.93 -.06-.2A 4.71 4.92 -.21 4.8? 5.12 +.54 5.12 5.17 +.05

+.04 3.50 3.33 +.17 3.66 3.69 +.03 i.67 3.41 +.26+.09, 4.40 4.75 -.35 4.63 4.96 -.33 5.07 5.01 - +.05

-.29 3.06 3.26 +.20 3.25 3.63 -.38 3.14 3.35 .1021-.47 4.36 4.84 +.48 4.21 5.05 -.84 4.66 5.10 +.44

-.19 3.22 3.37 -.15 3.45 3.74 +.39 3.10 3.45 . +.35'+.:32 4.35 4.86 -.51 4.31 '5.06 +.75 4.95 5.rl -.16

+.29 3.62 ' 3.75 -.13 3.69-.24 5.32
4.09 -.40 3.34 3.75 +.41. '5.4A -.14 5.52 5.62 -.10 5.59 5.66 -.07

+.39 3.69 3.44 +.25 4.02 3.80 +.22 3.65 3.50 +05+.63 4.92 4.54 +.38 4.86 4.77 +.09 5.01 4.82 +.19
.

. 1

-.42 3.23 3.55 -.32 3.36 3.91 -.55 3.10-.19 5.13 5.31 -.18 5.07 5.49 -.42 5.16 g.r31 :147)

-.32 3.26 3.61 -.35 3.56 3.96 -.40 3.28 3.64 -.36-.40. 5.00 5.63 -.63 5.41 5.79 -.38 5.'64 5.82 -.18

-.31 3.28 3.55 -.27 3.54 3.91 -.37 3.09 3.59 -.60
-.141 5.63. 5.62 +.01 5.42 5.78. +.36 5.29 5.81 -.52

+.34 3.39 3110 4.29 3.75 3.48 +.27 3.41 3.22 +.19-.32 5.33 5.11 +.22 5.45 5.30 +.15 5.63 5.34 +.29

+.43 3r 72 3.93 -.21 3.97 4.26 -.29 3:75 3.91 -.16-.30 5.25 5.29 +.04 5.20 5.47 +.27 5.53 5.51 +.02

,

-.55 3,46 3.90 +.44 3.81 4.23 +.42. 3.72 3.88 -.16
...27 5.74 6.04 -.30 4.95 6.18 +.20 6.09 6,.20' -.11
0

+.34 3.78 3.88 -.10 4.05 4.21 -.16 3.50 3.86 -.36-01 5.80 5.86 -.06 5'019 6.00 -.11 6.23 6.03 +.20

+.02 3.63 3.59 +.011 3.04 3.94 +.00 3.47 3,62 -.15

-.16 2.82 3.02 +.20 3.27 3.40 +.13 2.89 3.15 -.26-.66 4.09 4.65 -.56 4.20 4.87 +.67 4.31 4.92 -.61

+.06 3.83 3.89 -.06 4.02 4.22 -.20 3.82 3.87 -.05

-.05 3.16 3.25 -.09 3.72 3.62 +.10 3.46 3-.34 +.12+.38 5.10 4.87 +.23 5.01 5,08 -.07 5.28 5,13 4.15

+.16 3.68 3.41 +.27 3,90 3.78 +.12 3.48 3.48 +.00
+40 5.59 5.45 +.14 5.57 5.62 -.05 5.48 5.65 -.17

I SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OP ASTERISK 14)
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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( 4ALKERSV1LLE - ,.WEST FREDERICK JR)

TABLE 3. SCHOOL' LEVEL--COMMUNrTY AND' PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE *.

SCNOUL NAME .

-

GRADE
ORGANI-
2ATION

(1)

TOTAL
SCHOOL
ENROLL-
RENT
12)

PUPIL/
STAFF
RATIO
13)

PERCENT
AVERAGE
DAILY

ATTEN
DANCE
(4) .

TOTAL NO.
AVERAGE YEARS
EXPERIENCE

PERCENT
STAFF
MASTER'S
bEGREE
OR ABOVE

(9)
.

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

PERCENT
DISAD-.
VAN-

TAGED
(10)

MEDIAN
EDUCA-
TION OF
MOTHER
(11)

MEDIAN'
FAMILY
INCOME
($)

"(12)
TEACHER

15)

ADMIN.
(6),

.

TEACHER
(7)

ADMIN.
(8)

*

WALKERSVILLE

WAVERLY

WOLFSVILLE

WOODSJORO.,

f.

YELLOW SPRINGS,
I

BRUNSUICK'JR SR

EMMIT6BURG

S.

THURMONT MIDDLE-

CATOCTIN

GOV THOS JOHNSON SR

LINGANOPESR JR

MIDDLETOWN JR SR

WALKEliSVILLE SR JR

WEST FREDERICK JR.

S

JR

K -6

K-6

K76

K-6

K -6

5-8

9-12

7-12

7.-12

7 -12

7112

7 -9

466

781

230

226

433

1065

403

704

959

2600

11.69..

1010

780

1233

20.4

23.3

20.2

20.0

21.3

19.9

18.6'

20.9

22.8

20.4

20.7

2..7

20.4

20.6

97.3

96.70

97.33

96.3

97.1

93.3

95.6

96.6

91.3

93.3

92.6

94.7

95.2

93.2

21.3
.

.31.5

10.4

12.3

19.3

51.6

19.7

31.7

40.0

122.6

53.6

44:6

36.6

57.3

1 104.i. 8.5

2.0 5.3

1.0 13.6

1.0 10.1

1.0 9.0

2.0 10.3

2.0 6.2

2.0 9.8

2.0 10.5

5.0
fe 9.7

19.0

2.0 12.3

2.0 10.6

2.5 7.7

16.0

13.7

8.0

4.0

23.0

9.0

8.0

14.5

18.3

14.4

19.1

29.7

32.0

15.2

22.0

20.9

23.7

26.3

21.7

23.3

11.1

30.3

40.5

38.0:

30.2

47.3

39.1

19.4

7.7

2.8

1.7

11.0

3.2

7.0

9.7

9.4

1.6

8.1

9.9

4.3

10.3

14.0

11;'4

12.3

9.8

9.6

12.1

10.6

10.8

10.3

11.9

11.1

11.0

10.7

11.4

10644.0

11390.0

8910.0

10505.0

8553.0

535.0

90140

6915.0

10145.0

9008.0

9754.0

9995.

9679.0

I
SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

4
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(WALKERSVILLE WEST, FREDERICK JR)

FREDERICK COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

° you)0L ,NAME.

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT,TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL-

AREAS; WTTWNONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLED*

'SKILL AREAS

VOCARULARY READING C0MPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

GRACE 6VE14114E\AVFRGE

SAS GE

WALKERSVILLE . 3 108.5 4.00
5 108.2 5.40

WAVERLY 3 99.1 . 3.63
5 101.9 5.45

..

WULFSV1LLE 3 97.5 2.97
5 101.0 5.13

RUOOSUORO 3 99.4 2.61
5 98.9 5.12

YLLLOr, SPRINGS . 3 1,09.5, 3.84
5 110.4 5.67

DRUNSWICK JR SR

El4mITSPURv-

7 04.7 6.13
. 9 93.1 7.07

3 100.9 3.09
5 102.6. 4.67
7 96.7 6.95

ThuRmONTm1ODL, 4, S 95,4-

CATOCTIN

5.18
7 99.6 6.55

9 103.3 0.140

Guy 1105 JoHnson Sn 7 105.0
9 102.0

7.26
9..116

L1u0AanmE !44 JR 7 99,6 6,51
9 94.9 ;04

MIDDLETOWN JR SR 7 103.7
9 100.5

7.49
6.36

WALKERSVILLE SR JR 7 99.7 , 60'46

9 100.2 6.13

WEST FREDERICK JR 7 100.8 6.22
9 101.6 7.77

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
D:CE

SE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

SE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFFR- AVERAGE
ENCE

dE

MARY.
LAND
NORM

DIFFER.*
ENCE

4.01 .01 4.00 4.12 ...12 4.51 4.45 -.14 4.05 4.06 -.01

5.67 -.27 5.61 5.77 -.16 5.61 5.96 -.35 6.16 5.99 +.17

0

3.52 +.31 3.72 3.57 +.15 3.82 3.92 -.10 3.55 3.59 -.29

5.34 +.11° 5.35 5.42 -.07 5.64 5.59 +.10 5.75 5.56' +.17

y
. fl'

3.31 ,..34 3.11 3.35 .27 3.16 3.75 ...37 3.16 307 .29
5.09 +.09 5.21 5.16 +.05, 1179 5.45 -.66 5.26. 5.48 -.22

. '

3.41 ' -.60 2.63 3.49 -.66 2.97 3.86 ...OR 3.02 3.51. .".144

9.00 +.23 5.30 5.00 +.30 5.11 5.31 +.0n 5.29 0.34 -.05

4.09 -.25 4.22 9.21 +.01 4.15 4.54 ...IQ 3.60 4.11 .J.31

5.66 -.10 5.63 5.97 -.34 5.04 6.04 -.15 6.34 6.12 +.22

6.22 6:56 6.33 4.22 S.95 6.47 6.69 6.66 +.03

7.56 ...40 A.03 7.38 +.65 7,17 7.62 -.25 46.11 7,74 +.3,

3.114 A45 3.10 3.63 .45 3.59 3.99 -.4n 3.53 m 5.65 .12
5.19 -.52 4.86 5.32 -.44 4.95 5.53' ..56 ' 5.81 Nt.57 4.24

6.63 +.32 7.27 6.71 +.56 7.27 6.79 4..46 7.34 7.01 +.331

:6.7! +.47 4.91 4.92 +.09 5.46 5.07 - +.41 "5.96 3.11 +.35

6.77 ...22..., ,(9.60 6.83 -.27 6.70 6.42 -.22 6.06 7.19 -.21

.
.

4.53 -.04 8.63 6.56 +.03 6.45 5452 -.07 3.76 8.82 -.06

7.26 7.46 7.31 +.15 7.16 7.29 +.67 7.56 7.52 +.04

9.52 +.54 6.99 8.37 4.62 6.75 m.41 +.34 6.77 A.65 ..14

6.72 +.14 6.69 6.70 +.10 6.42 6.86 -.34 6.02 706 -.16

n.e. A.ld 13.04 4.14 7.57 6.12 -.55 8.16 8.13 -.17

7.113 .51 7.21 7.22 -.01 7.21 7.29 -.034 7.63 7.51 +.12

6.33 -.01 8.2b 6.25 4.01 7.a2 8.31 -.39 8.52 6.53 -.01

6.79 +.07 6.64 6.65 -.01 t.72 6.94 -.22 706 7.10 .13
8.31 -,16 8.52 8:24 +.28.----7.74 6.31 -.57 8.83 8.53 -.10

6.66 e.64 46.52 6.91 -.39 6.35 6.96 -.61 6.00 7.17 -.27

0.43 ...66 8.11, 8.33 :422 7.97 8.36 ...79 7.94 n.60 -.66

4 SEE CHAPTER 4, 'SECTION 4.1.2 FOR'DEFINITIOOS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (*)

ACCOMPANYING "DIFEREN6E9 SCORES.'
t

fl (1

1)`J

4-217



° .1

(WALKERSVILLE 7,-WEST FRED BRICK JR)
e4r

RELiTION AOH-IIEVEMENT' MARYLAND NORMS,!' BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABItlItY. AND 'SOCIOECONOMIC; STATUS
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED* 4*,

"-PfikOERICK COUNTY
'

Stb.TEM
-

T,ABLE

i

SKILL AREAS
, 4

. 1*-
VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL' MATH mAIICAIOOTAL

NAME . /GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE, MAR1,,- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY -' .-DIFFER - .AVERAGE MARY.. DIFTEA- AVERAG mARY41 DIFFER-.' ; LAND Ehcg 'LAND ENCE LAND : 'ENCE LAND '., ENCE,5A5 GE' ... NORM ,': GE NORM ' GE
,

WNORM ..' GE NOR

WALKERSVILLE

WAVERLY

Mov5vILLL

5 108.5
108.2

00 40(19') -.0q 4.00 4:17 -.17 4.31 4.48 -.17 4.05*.47. 5.61 5.90 *.29 5.61 6.04 -.43 6.16

°5 '19.1 3.83,', 3.48
5 101.9 5.45, 5.33

3 97.5 2.97
5, 101.0 5.13

4.10 -.01
6.07, +.0f

.

+.35 3.72 3.54, +.18 3.42 3.89 ..07, 3.35 3.58 -.23+.12" 5.'55 ,....539:, *44 .5.64 5.56, +.08 5.75 5.60 .+.15

4
7,

3.43 ....'.3?4, 3.38 3.79 *i41 311R 3.50 -.32
5.52' *.11 4.79 5.50 -.71 * 5.26, 5.53 -.27,

3.38 '-.41 3.11
.12 5.21'

i

5.25

W000580R0 99.4 2.61 3,50 * 2.633 98.9. 5.12 .5.-07 +.05 540
3.56 .....931* 2.97 3.91 -.94 * 3.02
5.15 +.15 -5.31 5.34 -iO3 ' 5.29

3.60
'5.38 -.09

YLLLOW 'SPRINGS .5 109.5 3.84
4 110.4 .,..,5.67

.4.15 .t.31 4.22 4.23 -':;".01 4.35 4.54. ..1.1 .. 3.80
. -4.15 *.356.06 -.39 . 5,63 6.08 -.45 5.94 6.2,1 -.27 6.34 6.23 +.11,..

i

BRUNSWICK *JR SR
9 /3.1 7.07

. . 7.57 *.50. a.a3

7 94.7 4.13 -4': 6.21,' -.10 '6.55 6.33 +.22 5.9.51 6;49 -.54 .6.69

.

.

.

.

. A.-/
A
.739 +.64 7.37. 7.63' -.26 8.,11

':!:: :I::

.

.

.,,

EM1475nu80 3 100.9. 3.09 :3:60 .):51 3.16 3.66 ', ..ma .3.59 _4.01 ...42 3.535, 102,6 4.67 5.39. -.72 4.88 5.45 *.57 4.95 5.62. *WG.7 5.81 5.65' +.167 98.7 6.95 6.67 +.28', 7.27 6.73 '+.54 7.27 6.84 +.43 7.34 ,,,,, 7.03 +.31_ ,. .

THURMONT

.
.

. r*
5. 95.4 5.18 4.77 '4,41. .04.91 . 4.87 4.04 5.48 5.07 +.41 5.46 5.12. +.347 99.6 655 6.77 0.22', 6.56 6.82 ' *46 6.70 6.92 -.22 6.Q8 7.11 -.13

.,
.. .

CATOCTIN 9. 105.5 8.-49----,.. 8.74 -.25 5:45 : 8.59 +.04 8.45 4 ' 8.64 -.19 8.76 13.85 -.09'. . A ,,

.4
GOV THOS JJHNSON SR 7 105.0 7.26 7.36 -.10 MG 7.36 +.10 7.36 '7.40 ...-.0 7.56 ' -7.6k /1, *45'9 102.0' 9'.06 .8:51 +.44". .8.99 8.44 +.55 8.75 8.51 +.24' 8.77 f8.71.., +.06%,

. , F
LINGANoRE SR JR 7 99.6 6.86 6.77 +.119 -6.84, 6.82 +.07 6.52 o 6.92 -.40 6.92 7.11 -.199 98.9 7.9k 8024 -.30 8.18- 847. +.11 7.57 8.20 *.63 8.1b 8.38 -.22,.. oA .

0.
. *

MIDDLeTOWN JR SR 7 103.7 7.49 . 7.22 +.27 _ 7,.21 '''. 7.23 -.02 . 7.21 7.28 i -.07 7.63 7.41 . A.14'.'9 100:5 -45.30 8.42 -.12 8.26 , 8.26. +.00 7.92 . 8.36 , -.44 8.52 8:55 -.03
. .

.

,WALKERSVILLE Sk JR 7 99.7 6'.06 6.78 +.0R 6.84 '46.03 .'111.'?! 6.42 6.93 -.21' 7.06 7'.12 . -.06

.

9 108.2 8.13 8.31 -.26 8.52 .-5,8.22, +.30 ' 7.74 8.33 .7.0 ":8.43 5152 .',....090 I t

4 . , \
. WEST FREDERICK JR, 7^ Icio,.6 6.22 6.90 *.68 6.52 -46.94' -4,47: 6.05 7t0i3 -.68 6.90 7.22 - .32

,.1

9 101.5 7:77 8.54 -.77 8.11 .A.38 ^ -.27 ', 7.7 8.46 -.89 * '7:94 R.66 -.72 *

1.

1

sEg CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (0
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE', SCORES.

4
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LOCALSCAO0i SYSTEM LEVEL,ACONTABILITTASSE

GARRETT COUNTY

School System Goals Objectived

A. Goal S4tting Activities. In implementing the `Gaftett
'County,Accountabiliy Assessment PrOgram, on@ of the first steps
taken yas*total staff involvement of principals and supervisors,

on, the nature and nurture of assessment and accountability as
related to G t°arret Couity, it schools, its teachers, and its
youth. The priacipalsilin turn oriented their staffs and began work

on coals and.obj.ectives in the defined curricular area of reading,

writing; .andmathematics. The Garrett County Accountability and
AsseSsment Committee, consisting of'supeivisors, 15rincipals, and
teachers,came into ,being. .Committee members attended a seminar
in goal and objectl:ye writing in Hagerstown,: Maryland, sponsored
by the Maryland State Department of Educationp and after this
seminar, local goals fOr reading, writing, and mathematics were
developed and written within the framework of the State goals.
TheigoaJ.0 were printed and sent as working copies with reqpests for
recOmmeridations to each Supervisor ; prineipal, teacher, 2TA
president, and eleeted students in the.school system. Rewriting
and edkeing followed this distributive and re-accumulative process.
The Director of Curriculum and Instruction met with the County

282
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Council-of PT/104 and discussed the,goals at-length at a publicmeeting. The gdals were preSerited'_to the. Board of Education atits June meeting for approval,; 'which Was given unanimouSly. Asrequired-4 the goals then were sent to the Maryland State Depart-ment of Education for approval.
.

B. darrett County School:aystem-Goals. -.BaSed upon theState -wide gOals irk Reading,.Wrtting, and Mathematics,- adopted bythe Mapyland Seate.-Board of-Bdp.cation I Garrett County, has developed
the followinglocil systert"gbals:

.

In'Reading,-each student-upon completion of his-elemen-
tary-secOn.dary school reading program:

:
..

.

1.1i..Should be able to identify his purpose for using
reading materiali, both print and nonprint.

. ,
.

- I.B. Should4be able_to-identify .t>ebasic type of
reading material appropriate or his purpose.

.

. .

1:C. Should-be.able to locate materials, both print and
honprint, which are.appropriate for his purpose.

a

1.D. Shoulld be able to obtain information 4rom the
materials, both print and nonprint, that he has
selected.

1.E. Should be able to use effective study techniques.

1.F. Shopld be able to adjust his reading rate to his
purpose for reading.

.

2.A. Should be able to perform specikic readiness tasks.
"which prepare him to use a word recognition system.

203. Should be able to use phonic clues to pronounce
unfamiliar words.

2.C. ShoUld be able to use structural-analysis to
pronounce unfamiliar words.

2.D. Should-be able to use pictures and/or context'cluesto identify and define unfamiliar'' words.

8

2.E. Should be able to use authority clues to help him
recognize unfamiliar words and understand their
meanings.

3.A. Should be able to identify main ideas and supportingdetails.

283



f.

3.B. _Should be able to determine the appropriate
meaning of a-word, phrase, or passage from a

ti reading selection,
.

3 . C4 Should the able to determine the intent of the com-
municatiollbyjidentifying the pattern of,thought
(e.g., style, time, moods cause-effect, sequence)
used by the authdr.

3.D. According to his own experiences and knowledge
about the content, should be able to ask a
variety of questions which cause him to think
literally (i.e., reading of the lines); critically.
(i.e, reading between the lines); and creatively
(i;e., reading beyond, the ?Aries) about materials
and to find suitable answers to those questions.

4.A. Should be able to,follow directions.

4.B. ShOuld be able to locate needed:data in standara.-
reference books.

`4.C. Should be able to attain through reading increased
knowledge of himself and'his'role in society.

4.D. Should be able to recognize symbols'which pertain
to his survival.

4.E, Should be able to read and understand job applica-
tions and other fo#s pertinent to his societal_

. well-being.

\.5.A. Should have a positive attitude toward reading,
'indicated -by an interest in reading, by a desire
to read, end by reading.

In Writing, each Student upOn completion of his
elementary- secondary school writing program of this school system
.:should be able to,l,

1.A.-Record his thoughts and feelings for his own use,
observing. appropriate linguistic form, levels of
'usage, and conventions of rhetoricland mechanics:

1.B. Communicate his thoughts and feelings to others,
observing appropriate linguistic form, levels of
usage, and 'conventions of rhetoric and mechanics.

2.A. Write in'a social situation,-observing accepted
conventions of writing.

g, G 1
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2.B. Write in a business or vocational situation, ob-serving the accepted conventions of writing.

2.C. Write in a scholastic situation, obServing acceptedconventions of writing.

3.A. Demonstrate the necessity of writing for a variety
of personal and social needs. (Affective domain).

3.B. Writeto fulfill personal and social needs.

3.C. GA-ve evidences of satisfaction from writing.

In Mathematics, each student upon completion of hiselementary-secondary school mathematics program should:

1.A. Be able to recall basid mathematical facts.

1.B. Be able to identify mathematical symbols.

1.C. Be able to recognize mathematical concepts, such as
definitions, factS, and symbols, as they appear
in problematic and life situations.

2.A. Bs able to, perform with accuracy and efficiencythe bdsic"operations of addition, subtraction,
_multiplication, and diision.

2.B. Be able to solve simple equations and,inequalities.

'2.C. Be able to use common measuring instruments.

3.A. Understand the concepts of number, numeral, andsets of numbert.

3.B.,Understand the properties of equality and inequality.

3.C. Understand the ideas of ratio and proportion.

3.D. Be able to read and gather data from charts, tables,and graphs.

3.E. Be able to understand the- fundamental concepts ofgeometry.

3.F.'Be able to recognize that numbers may be written in
many forms and should be able to transpose themfrom one form to another either physically or
verbally.

2 t;
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- .

4.A. Be 'able to translate 'a Orbbl'M situation into a .'

mathematical sentence 'or.:00dal,,find a.sdlution
for the model and reinterpret the mattlematical
solution in the context of his problem situation.

4.B. He able to detelop, a'logicai.sequence in-the so1U-
tion of verbal, problems.

4.C. Be able to estimate the solution of a quantitative -,

problem. .' =
A, w.

4.D. Be able to solve mathematical problems

5.A. Be able to recognize, in,a given di.tuation, the
existence of/a prOpleM, state'it"formally, list the
hypothesis, and stAte if *it has-a unique solution.

5.B. Be able to solve, personal and-societal-probleMs
using mathematical reasoning andprocesses if they
are applicable.

6.A..Be able to recognize the contribution Of. mathe-
matics to the progress of civilization'.

1 -

6.B. Know the historical and cultural development of
counting and measuring.

6.C. Be able to participate in the ).earning of mathe-
matics beyond that, which is merely required by
his schooling.

C.
.

Comments on the Aocountabilit Assessment Program Resulta.
The Assessment Program or or arrett ounty was con ucte
acqording to. State guidelines. The total number of youth tested.

. by the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills And the Nonverbal Cognitive
Abilities Test were 1,784; i.e., 4242,1n. grade 3, 450 in. grade°5,
503 in grade 7, and 407 in'grade 9, oUt of a total enrollment-of
1,842, or 97 percent tested. Those youth not tested were excluded
.by hdving Data System for the Handicapped Forms that indicated
the assessment instruments were not applicable to. them.

From the following chart d and tables in this Report,
generalities about the results of the Accountability Assessment
Program can be made.

or

N.1

. 260
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ION OR ACHIEVEMENT BY SUL% AREAS TO )thJYLAND NORMS WITH. NONVERBAL ABILITY SCORES AND
SOCIO- ECONOMIC STATUS STATISTICALLYCMITROLLED

READING LANGUAGE MATHEMATICS

3' 5 9 3 5 7 9 3

Schools Significantly 2
Above. Maryland Average

15%-"
..

1

92

2

33%

1

33%

1

82

1 2

: 92 33%
.

1,'

332

2"

15%

2

18%

3

50%

1

33%

Schools Above Maryland ..,
7Avaraga

` .14%, .

7 .

442

2

332.

1

33%

7

45%

4 t 1

362 17%

1

43%

7

54%

5

46%

2

33%

1

332
.

Schools' Below Maryland -.
Avaravt

. 312 272-

1

17%

.1

34%

4

39%

6. 3

55% 50%

1

342

-

3

23%

4

36%

1

172

.

1

342

'

-.....;,.-

Schools Sig:aifickhely
0laloy Maryland Average

0%

0"

, 0%

0

0%

0

02-

1

0:

0 0

02 .0%

0

_ Oz-,

1.

dt

0

02

0

0% oz

.

TOTAL , 13
.

1002

11

Iota

6

fOoz

3

loot

13

100%

11 6

1002 " looz

3

100%

13

'100%

11

loot

6

100k

3

100%

The generalities mare as follows:.

1.

2.

The curriculum designed for Garrett. COunty, youth reflect
positively the goals of the schoOl system.as measured
by,,these assessment. instruments.

(In reading, 69 percent of the schools in grade 3,
73 percent of the schools in grade 5, 83 percent of the
schools in grade 7; and 66 percent of the schools in
grade. 9 scored above the State Norm; andin mathematics,
'69 percent of the schools in grade 3, 64 percent of
the schools in grade 5, 83 percent of the schools in
grade 7 and 66 percent of the schools in grade 9 scored
above the State Norm.)

The nonverbal ability.of Garrett County youth is similar
to that of the remainder of Maryland.

3. The emphasis on basic skills in grades K-l-2-3 and the
emphasis of ESEA Title I in the same grade areas in.
selected schools are significant in'qrade 3 as compared
to grades 5, 7, and R.

4. The youth of Garrett County score lowest in the
curricular, area of language and its usage (writing),
as compared to reading and mathematic'S..

5. The youth in Garrett County also score lowest in all
designated curricular areas except reading in grade 5
as compared to the other grades of 3, 7, and 9.
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Because of the lack of qualified personnel to screen

mentally handicapped youth "properly" in Garrett County, few youth-

had DSH forms; therefore, many youth were tested that should not

have been tested. This situation has been rectified by the eingoy-

went of a Coordinator of Special. Education Services who can do

the propei testing.

D. Progress of Schools Toward System aril /or School Goals not

Covered by State,,-Assessment Instruments. The Educational Programs'

ancisup.din4 Specifications Committee for Garrett County meets

periodically to delielop and refine philosophical-position papers

for the elementary, middle, and secondary schools. From these

papers, goals are being developed for the major content areas.

(K - 12), utilizing the concepts-of individualized, small group,

and large group instruction and team teaching. An interdisciplinary

approach is also being incorporated in the content areas (K - 12),

in consumer education, career, education, environmental education,

health education, and citizenship education. Functional reading

is becoming a county-wide program beginning September, 1975.

essence, all schools are progressing toward goals in edtcation

established by the local system; Although these goals, per se,

are not covered by the State Assessment Instrumentg.

E. Program Modification Activities, Program modification

during the school year 1973-74 included pilot schools involved in

funCtional reading, the introduction of System.80 Educational
Materials, the expansion of learning centers in all content areas,

the levels approach to reading in grades K 3,*pilot schools in

the early identification of children with potential learning° .

difficulties, an interdisciplinary approach to consumer education

and career education, a more individualized approach to teaching

reading, the opening of large areas in the elementary schools

to foster "open" education, the expansion of educational programs

for the handicapped, and the development of minicourses in the

language arts on the secondary level. 1nm:eased awareness has been

made of the media centers and their usage in all areas of the

curriculum. All of the-above modifications will be continued

and expanded to include eventually all schools in the county.

A further Modification for school year 1974-75 will include

instruction by television through ,the use of video tape cassettes

in the areas of reading and mathematics made'for Garrett County

by the Division of Instructional Television, Maryland State Depart-

ment of Education, and locally produced and reproduced video

materials considered apropos for inclusion in the curricular.

F. Unmet Needs for Resources to Permit Improvement of

Programs and Services. In order to further improve educational

programs and services for Garrett County youth, the following

recommendations based on apparent unmet needs are made:
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1. That efforts similar to ESEA Title I for early
childhood- education be made for youth in the middle
schools and the first two years of secondary schools.

2. That language arts resource teachers be provided
for all schools and that their efforts be
focused on the total language arts curriculum--
not-just one aspect, reading.

3. That mathematics resource teachers be provided for
the elementary and middle schools to provide scope
and sequence in the mathematics curriculum and
to provide expertise to teachers who are in need of
'good teaching skills.

4. That workshops for teachers be conducted in all
content areas on a rotational basis to write the
curriculum and objectives within the framework
of county developed educational goals.

5. That specially trained teachers be employed for the
secondary school to teach basic reading, language
arts, and mathematics skills to those yodth one or
more years below grade level in those areas and
that special programs be 'developed through work-
shops, seminars, etc. for these youth emphasizing
relevance to the present and the future and using
all types of media to, bring about positive educa-
tional gains for the individual involved.

6. That special study and more research be made at the
grade 5 level to ascertain whether this assessment
projects a true picture,of what is occurring to the
educational achievement of youth at this level..

7. That the State of Maryland provide additional monies
to the local subdivision to provide for these,unmet
needs in prograTs and services for Garrett Countyyouth.



GARRETT COUNTY

TABLE 1. 'COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL.RESOURCES PROFTLE

A. COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS

(11

TOTAL
POPULATION

(21
4

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME

(31

PERCENT
DISADVANTAGED r

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
21.476 16.023 34.0

(4)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
MALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

(5)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
FEMALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

9.2 10.3

111. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPTEM8ER 1973)

....

(6)

TOTAL
SCHOOL

ENROLLMENT
.c

(7Y

AVERAGE
TEACHER
SALARY

c

ler.

AVERAGE
ADMINISTADMINISTRATOR .

SALARY

(9)
,

AVERAGE'
YEARS -

TEACHING
-EXPERIENCE

.

(10) .

AVERAGE
YEARS

ADMINISTRATOR
EXPERIENCE

.
,

5083 $9.015 $14.636 11.7 07 24.2

(11)

PERCENT STAFF
MASTERS DEGREES

OR ABOVE
.

(121.

SCHOOL LEVEL .

PUPIL/STAFF
RATIO

_ (13) t

PERCENT
AVG. DAILY
ATTENDANCE

-

18.9 19.7 95.0

C. FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972....1973 SCHOOL YEAR)

(141

TOTAL
PER PUPIL

COST

(15) _

PER PUPIL
INSTRUCTIONAL

COSTS
, .

(16)

PERCENT
EEXPENSES

ALLOTTED TO
INSTRUCTION

'117)

PER PUPIL
ADMINISTRATIVE
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

COSTS
$772.39 1528.52 68.0 $20.92

(18)

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED 'TO

ADMINISTRATION
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

(19)

PER PUPIL
PUPIL PERSON .
NEL SERVICES

COSTS

(20)

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

. PUPIL PERSONNEL
SERVICES

2.7 $2.50 0.3

'SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION
OF,TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PRESENTED IN THIS TAMLE.
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GARRETT COUNTY

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD'AGE SCORE);

AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),
BY SKILL AREAS

SKILL
AREAS

(11

GRADE

(2)

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLED*

13)

.PERCENT OP
STUDENTS
TESTED**

(41-

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

(5)
AVERAGE -''

STANDARD
AGE

SCORE
ISAS)t

(6)

STANDARD
'DEVIATION

ISD)

A. AGE
4.);,:QRAAE

EGOIVALENc2
.*; (GE)t+

481

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD).

(II

VOCABUL"RY

3 429 98.83 13 98.9 14.44
/

R.

3.43 1.06 ,

5 462 97.40 II' 101.7 15.43 .
.06 1.53

7 517 97.29 6 101.2 16.78 6.72 1.83

9 434 93.78 3 . 104.4 16.44 8.60 1.97

(2)

READING
cOMPRE-
HENSION

3 429 98.83 13 98.9 . 13.33 '3.1,0\
1.24

462 97.40 11 101.7 15.43 5.33
(),

1.57

7 517 97.29
"
6 101.2 16.78 6.92 1.73

9 434 93.78 3 ° 104.4

.

16.44 8.81 1.91

(31

SPELVING

429 98.63 13 98.9 14.44 3.94 1.39

5 462 97.40 11 101.7 : 15.43 5.24 -1.80

517 9749 6 101.2 16.78 6.72 2.07

9 434

. .

93.78 3 104.4 16.44 6.31 2.31

(4)

CAPITAL-
IZATION

3 429 98.83 13 98.9 14.44 3.85 1.28

5 462 97.40 11 101.7 15.43 5.52 1.69
t

7 517

.

97.29 6 101.2 16.78 6.94 2.09

9 434 93.78 ,
104.4 16.44 a 8.87 2.38

151

PUNCTUATION

3.
429 98.83 13 98.9 14.44 4.02 1.43

5 462
,

97.40 11 4 101.7 15.43 5.33 1.60

7 517 9/.29 6 101.2 16.78 6.91 2.08

9 434 93.78 3 104.4 14.44 8.62 2.21

* AS oF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.

*4 NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED
SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER

ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.

t STANDARD AGE SCORE ISAS4 DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVER3AL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION.

THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL
NORM GROUP FOR GRADCS 3, O,.7, AND 9 ARE 1001 NATIONAL SD 16.

0

t.). GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE)
DERIVED PROM IONA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE

NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE
APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, AND 9,4, VARYING SLIr.HTLY

FOR EACH SKILL AREA.

2 71
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GARRET COUNTY

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE),
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),

BY SKILL 'AREAS

(CONTINUED)

t

SKILL
.AREAS

(1)

GRADE

12)

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLED *

(3)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED 6,

r

(4)

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

. 15,4

AVERAGE
STANDARD

AGE
SCORE
(SAS) t

(6)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

17)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIV4ENCE
(GE) +$

. (8)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(6)

LANGUAGE
USAGE

3 429 98.83' 13 . 0.9 14.44 3.57 1.31

5
,..

462
.

, 97.40 11
. 101.7 2%5.43 4.97 1.73'

517 97;29 6 101.2 ,:,,16.715 6.49 2.05,

9 434 93.78 3 104.4' 16.44 , eioa 2.30:

174

LANGUAGE
TOTAL

3 429 98.83 13 98.9 14,44, 3.84 1.10

5 462 97,40 . 11 0101.7 15.43 5.26 1.52

7
' 517 .97.29 6 101.2 16.7 6.77 1.4.5

9 .4p. 93.78 3 104.4 16..44 , 8.48 2.06

(8)

mATNEMATICAL
CONCEPTS

3 429. 98.83,,

,

13
.

98.9 14.44 3,59 697

5 462

.';

97.40
.

r

11 101.7 15.43 5.67 1.45

7 517 97.29 6 101.2 16.78 7.33 1.68

9 4 ,434 93.78' 3 104.4 16.44 8.89 1.911

191

MATHEMATICAL
PROBLEMS,

3 429 98.83 13 98.9 14.44 3.60 1.09

5.s 462 97.40 11 101.7 15.43' 5.36 1.33

7
517 97%29 6

I

101.2 16.78 7.18 1.70

9
434 93.78 3 6 104.4 16.44 1682 1.89

(10)

mATN8M4TICAL
TOTAL 1

3. 429 98.83 13 98.9 14.44 3.59 .97

5 .462 97.40 11 101.7 . 15.43 5.51 1.31.

7' 517 97.29 6 101.2 16.70 7.25 1.60

9 434 93.78 3 104.4 16.44 8.06 1.83

S AS,OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.

* NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED 3Y NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.

t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST. NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION.THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 100( NATIONAL SD 16.

.11. GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THENATCONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.1, AND 9.4, VARYING SLIGHTLYFOR EACH SKILL AREA.

. 272.
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(ACCIDENT - S. GARRETT CO JR SR)

TABLE 3. 'SCHOOL LEVEL-- COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC., SCHOOL RESOURCES.
'PROFILE*

42

.

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
PERCENT PERCENT

PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN
TOTAL AVERAGE, AVERAGE YEARS STAFFGRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY" TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S DISAD... EDUCA^ FAMILYORGAN[- ENROLL- STAFF ATTER -DECREE VAN... TION OP INCOMETEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.

ZATION MENT RATIO DANCE OR AIII)VE TAGED MOTHER IS)SCHOOL NAME (1) (21 (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) .(6) (9) (10) (11) (12)

ACCIDENT, K-6 294 21.3 95.0 12.1 1.0 11.6 15.5 14.5

CENTER STREET 1 e.3 586 20.9 96.0 18.0 0.5 1.5 32.0 5.1

CRELLIN K-3 73 24.3 94.4 2.0 1.0 19.0 43.0 33.3)

.DENNETT ROAD 3-6 720 24.0 96.3 29.0 1.0 13.3 35.0 26.7

FRIENDSVILLE % K -6 258 19.1 96.2 12.0 1.0 12.0 11.0 23.1

GRANTSVILLE K -6 341 22.7' 96.5 14.0 1.0 13.5 35.0 13.3

0

KITZMILLER K-6 130 15.9 95.8 7.7 0.5 8.5 15.5 16.3

LOCH LYNN HEIGHTS 1-6 144 24.0 96.5 5.0, 1.0 9.3 5.5 -0.0

RED HOUSE 1 -6 140 28.0 97.2 4.0 1.0 5.5 35.4 0.0

6 SWAN MEADOW 74 24.7 96.0 2.0 1.0 12.0 11.0 33.3

YODER 105 26.3 97.7 3.0 1.0 22.9 25.5 25.0

ILOOMINGTON 14-11.
. 22.9 96.7 7.0 0.5 15.1 7.9 6.6

#
ROUTE 40 K-8 178 19.5 95.2 5.0 1.0 5.4 14.5 33.3

a

14. GARRETT CO JR SR 7..12 913 18.7 94.8 46.9 2.0 12.2 18.0 24.5

S. GARRETT CO JR SR 1599 19.5 93.4 800 2.0 13.9 26.5 30.5

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.
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0

a

20.5 11.5

27.7 10.2

37.1 10.3

26.4' 10.2

22.1 9.5

21.0 10.5

51.4 9.6

23.6 10.7

47.9 10.8

26.6 10.4

27.1 10.5

7.2

15.5

573.9.0."

6261.0

5411.0

178.0

stpf.o

6096.0

5647.0

6104.0

.

4816.0

6025.0

6006.0

7499.0

41.9 6406.0

-24.9 10.4 5869.0

30.0 10.3 5968.0



(ACLIM7rif S. GARRETT CO JR.SR)

GARRETT COUNTY
SCHOOL tiWem

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLED*

SKILL AREAS

YOCAROLARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AYERA6L MART.. DIFFER. AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE

LAW DICE LAND ENCE

SAS 8E NORM GE NORM GE

ACCIDENT, 3 99.6 3.74 3.47 +.27 3.89 3.57 +.32 4.96

5 102.8 5.27 5.15. .12 5.53 5.34 +.19 R.66

CLLTER STREET' 3 108.0 4,02. 3.90 4.12' 4.28 4.'06 +.22 4.76
,,,,,

CRELL1N
3 02.5 '3.10 3.03 .07 1.51 . X1.11 +.40 3.61

OLNNETT ROAD 3 96.9 3.07 3.27 ..20 3.13 3.36 5.15

5 102.7 5.19 5.08 ..11 5.45 5.26 4.19 0.26

FKEENOSVILL.E 3 94.5 3.22 1.10 ..12-. 3.16 3.19 ...01 3.05

5 101.0 4,86 A.90, -.04 5.15 5.09 +.06 5.16

6RANTSVILLE 3 102.4 3.5A 3.59
::193

4.12
3.71 +.41 5.18

5' 100.3 5.2g 5.31 5.11 .20 5.39,

14172MILLER 94.9 2.86 3.13 -.27 2.79 3.21 .....42 2.99

. b 98.1 4.35 4.75 ...37 4.60 4.93 -.13 4.64

.LOCH LYNN HEIGHTS 3 9405 3.34 3.17 +.17 3.67 3.25 +.42 3.40.

5'103.3 4.73 5.15. -.42 4.78 5.33 .4.55' 4.08

11L0 HOUSE 3 97.5 3.27 3.31 ..04 3,44 3.42 .0.02 3113

5 99.7 4.90 4.87 4.03 5,30 5.07 .25 5.29

S6AN WAWA 3 91.8 3.72 2.99 .73 3.70 3.05 .65 4.12

5 111.5 5.10 5.66 -.56 6.28 5.86 4.42 7.09

7 108.8 7.71 7.60 .11 7.98 7.65 4.33 0.07

81.00MINGTOI

ROUTE 40

3 102,5 3.52 3.59 .07
5 99.6 6.13 4.40 .75
7 1000 5.66 6.77 41,91

9 113.5 10.35 9.33 .1.02

4.03
5.87
6.82

11.40

5.72
5.06
6.67'
9.67

..31 4°58

.81 0.6
.1.95 9.

.1.73 11 n5

3 97.6 3.76 5.34 .36 4.10 3.43 4.67 4.10

5 95 8 4.51 4.69 -.10 4.63 4.03 -.20 4.45

7 92.3 6.80 4,94 ,06 6.86 6.07 .61 6.94

3 97,9 3.03 3.26 -.25 3.32 3.38 -.06 3.46

5 102.3 4.95 4.90 ...os 5.23 5.15 .00 5.05

7 98.0 6.91 6.57 ..34 6.95 6.65 4.27 6.93

N. GARRETT CO JR SR 7 101.0 6.68 6.79 -.11 6,93 6.80 4.05 6.84

9 105.0 8.56 0.52 .34 9.22 8.64 4.53 0.82

S. GARRETT CO JR SR 7 101.9
9 103.9

6.64 6.09 -.25 6,63 6.98 -.15 6.58

8.43 --4.42 .ni 8.53 8.57 -.04 8.24

MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE. MARY. TOFFER

LAND ENCE LAND ENCE

NORM RE NORM

3.94 +.12 3.86 3.57 4,29'

5.46 4.20 6.15 5.51 4,64

4.40 +'.36 4.22 3.99 ..21

3.50, +.11 3.68 3,21. +.47 6

5.74 ...3 3.22 3.42 -.20

5.48 ..22 5.55 5.52 .03

3.58 3.57 3.29 4.25

5.36 -.20 5.40 5.39 +.01

4.07 4.31 3.80 3.70 ..18

5.31 +.08 5.29 5.36 -.07

3.60 ".61 2.56 . 3.31 -..45

5.20 -.56 4.52

3.63 +.17 3.65
5.51 4.463 5.3144: 15131.2g; -1.;11:

3.79 o..46 3.05Y 3.45 -.36

5.23 4.06 5.30 5.28 4.10

3.44 .6F 3.20 1.16 .09

6.07 .1.02 7.59 6.09 .1.00

7.53 .1.54 9.17 7.69 .1.28

3.80 .35 3.96 3.40 4.48.6

5.05 -.60 4.91 s., 5.10 -.19

6.24 4.70 7.47 6.40 .1.07

3.76 -.36 3.38
5.48 -.43 5.69

6.77
-.34

6.80 -AA 7.26 7.15 4.11

8.50 ..32 9.16 8.50 .20

6.97 -.39 7.12 7.26 -..14

8.41 -.17 8.65 8.78 -.13

9

4.08
5.26
.87

3

4.5n 3.86
.37 5.49

.2012 8.53
41.82 11.60

3.71'
5.31
7.13
9.76

.15
4.18

.1.40

.1.84

;:i4t
7.11 4.57

t SEEEHAPTER 4. SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (01

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

I 1
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4ACCIDE,Nt S:.'GAAR,ETT CO JR SR)

oj

4" .1

OAYRE/T. OeUNTV
SENOOL lysTEm

fr
- SCHOOL NAME-

ACC1DOT

0 .t lS

'.CENTER 5TNEET

CRELL1M

06i4NETTkR040,

FRIENUSVILLE

°

--6iNANTSVILLL

tTABLE 5. RELATION`OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY7'SKILL- AREAS/ WITHNONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUSSTATISTICALLY pONTROLLEDS
.

°°

GRADE
,

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY
READING COMPReHENS101,1 LANGUAGE TOTAL . MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY - 'DIFFER- AVERAGE. MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- 'DIFFER- AVERi6E
5AS GE NORM

GE NI011.164.0

GE 1TM _
ENCE.

GC'

LAND EMCE LAND ENCE
'.9

MARY-
LAND
NORM

6

3 99.6 3.74 3.52 +.22 3.89 ''1

.0

5.57 +.32 4.06 3.93 +.13 3.86' 361-5 102.8 5.27 5.41. -.14 5.53 45.46 +.07 5.66 .5.63 "'+.03 6.15 5.67 +.46

OTFFER*
EMCE

3 108.0 '4.02 4.06' ...04 4.28 4.13 +.15 4.76 4.45, +.31 4.22 4.07 +.15-

\'3 92.8 3.10 +.02- 3.51 3.12 +.39 3.61 3.50 3.68

3 96.9

3 94.5
5 104.0

LOCH LYNN UEIG1175

.

4'
,RED HOUSE

SWAN ME

;ODER

BLOOMINGTON J6

.

ROUT& 40

N., GARRETT CO JR SR'

3.07
5.19

3.22;
4.86

3.88
5.26

5.40

3.19

-.27
...21

+.03
5.26 -.3g

g.18
5.19 +.07
3.70.

.4

iaq' +.44

3.13 "3.39 4+826 3.35 3.76 -.41 3.22 3.46 +.24
0

5.45 -5:46 -.01 5.26 ,5.62 -.36 5.55 5.66 -.11
,

5.15 5.32 -.17 5.16 550 5.40 X5.53 : -43 ,

3.18 3.24 +.05 3.55

4.12 3.76 +.36 4.38
5.31 5.26 +.05 5.39

-.06
-.34

4.10' +.28 3.88
5.44 -.05 5.29

,24

3.76' +.12
5.48

94.9 2.86 5.22 0 +.$6 ' 2.79 3.26 -.47 2.99 . 3:63 -.64 2.84 3.35 -'-+.49
98.6 4.38 5.05 ...67 4.80 5.13 -.33 4.64 5.31 -.67" ',R.R2 5.36 +.54

3 094.8
' 3.21 +.13 ' 3.67 3.265 103.'3 4.73 5.45 -.72 4.76

3 97.5 3.27
5 99.7 4.90

0
"

3 91.8 C 3.72
5 111.5 5.10
7 108.8 7.71

3 102.5
5 99.6
7 :160.8
9, 113.5

3.
5
70

95.8
92.3

a.

3 97.9,,
5 102,31"
7 90,0

*

/ 101.0
9 105.0

S. GARRETT CO JR" SR 7
9

3.52
5.13
8.68
10.35

5.70
451
6.60

4.41d
5.50 -.72 * 4.88

3.80

3.38 - 3.44 '3.53 +.015.14 . -.24 5.30 5.21 4.09

3.02 4.78
6.16 - 1.06.
7.78 .-;,07

3.70 v 3.06 -.+.64
.6.26 6.117. +.11
7.98 7.74 '+.24

3.70' -.18 4,03
5.13 +.00 5.87 e
6.90 +1.78 * 8.82
9.91 +.44 11.40

3.40
4.81 -
5.97

+ on
-.30
+ .65

4.10
A.63
6.88

3 (77
5.21
6.94 ,
9.79

3.45
4.90.
6.09

\:.26

.66
+1.88
1.61

3.63' "4.17-.r. f I

3.65
5.31

3.33 34,79 i -.46 3.09
5.29 5.40 5-.38

. 4
.

402 3014 +.88
7.49- 6.29 ..en
9.07 7.73 +1.34

- ,

4.58 4.11 +.47 . '3.86
5.63 5,39 4+824 5.49
9.39 7.03 +2.36 8.53

11.05 9.64. +1.41 11.60

3.20
7.09
9.17.

+.65 448
-.27 4.45
4,79 6.94

3.81
5.10
6.27

3.03 3.41 -.38 3..32 3.46 -.14 3.46, 3.824.95 5.36 -.41 5.23 5.42' ...19 , 5.05 5.59'6.91 6.60 +.31 .6.95 6.66 =-1.29 6.43 - 6.78

....6.68 6.93 -.25 6.93 6.96 -.03 6.84 t 7.048.86 '8.94 -.08 9.22 6.79 +.43 4.820 8.60

.

101.9 6.64 (17 02
103.9 ' 8.43' 5.81

-.38 6.83 7.05 a-22 6.66 7.12,,8.53 8.46
, 8.24 8.70

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (4)ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE"' SCORES.

5.35 +.30
5.71 -.40

40,

3.50 .41
'5,44 +.06'.-

3.15 +.02
6.32 +.77
7.97 +1,20

3.77
5.43
7.22
9.96

+.09
4.06

43.31 *
+1.64

437 3.96 3.51 4.45
-.65 4.91' 5.15
+.67 7.47''- 6.43

5

-.36 3.38 3.52 -.14
-.54 5.69 5.63 t.06
7.35 7.68 6.96 +.72

0

-.24
+1.04

.
. 7.26

4.02 9.1e
7.24
9.04

0.02
+12-

-.54 7.12 7. 3 -.21+.46' 8.65 A 2 +:27
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LOCAL SCHOOL SYSTEM ,:LEVE

.HARFOR15 COUNT'Y.

Schbol SystOW.GOals. and Objectives

. e

A. , General. Under the "le, of the Superintendent of

Schools and the local coordinator of accounfabilty,othe Public Schooli

System of Harford County has accepted its responsibilities within the:
Maryland State Accountability Program. ,Both, thwdystem and individual

schools have planned carefully 'and' w Ised:diligently to fulfill their

obligations for implementing an pffecti rogram of accountability.,"

In fulfilling those responsibilities, the c ty and local school

/units-have accepted
"

and are applying-the folio ,ng basic premises:

Harford County will cOntinueto ex end the effort

necessary to fulfill effeqtively t e accountability

requirements

0
.

The carefully" devel.oppd management .'mod =1 will continue

to glade use in our efforts to fulfill he requirements

of the program of,accountabiAlitv.

Teachers,' administra:tors, supervisors, pa ents, and

students will be involved tHroughout the p ni

implementation, and evaluation of the accountability

program.

Primary attention'Will be continuously focused upeln.

the improvement of the ,instructional program, parti--

ularly through those areas evident in the statements

of objectives and in the'asseskment results.,



tl

Accountability will receive proper emphasis in
all aspects-of the instructional program and in
curriculum, development.

-

The professional leadership of each school will,strive to make system goals and school objectivesmeaningful to every classroom teacher.

The initial step in our system was the dexidlopment of amanagement model which, when adopted by the Board of Education,provided a complete Pla:n'for both the present-and future aspectsof accountability: The plan relates to six major facets:

1. Managing all areas

2., Developing system goals

3. Providing resour.ce help

4. Implementing the assessment strategies

5. Providing leadership for school level accountability

Coordinating program modification with the present
organization structure

11Owing the _sele-c-tion-and--eppol-ntmersonnelwithin the management plan, the Maryland State Department of Educationprovided a one-day workshop for necessary training. With thisbackground, the Accountability Resource Team4p1anned and implementedtraining within the, county for leadership personnel. ThiS teamprovided workshops at both the county and school levels and prepareda catalog of -sample school objectives.

B. Gbal.Setting Activities. Goal setting activities at thesystem level involved goal writing committees, steering committeesin the various disciplines, and'the Central Accountability Committee.The total acceptance of these county:goals without any changes madeby the Maryland State,Department of Education supported our conclusion,that the involvement,df many teachers, parents, and leaders hadresultdd in valid systeM goals.,'

C. Harford County School System Goals. Based upon theState-wide Goals in reading, Writing', and mathematics, adopted bythe Maryland State BoArdof Edutation,-Barford County has developedthe following Local System Goals:.

In Reading, each student upon compltion of his elementary-secondary reading program;

1,A. ShOuld identify his own purposes for using print
and non-print materials.

,,
.

. i
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1.B. Should select from a wide variety of-available

*print and non-print materials those which are

suitable in terms _of purpose, ,content, and

level of difficulty.

1.C. Should employ both print and non-print materials

which are suitable in terms of purpose, content,

and level of difficulty.

2.A. Should identify ail apply a system be can, use for

recognizing words and determining their appropriate

mean-,rigs.

2:B. Should pronounce many words instantaneously and at

. the same time .identify their appropriate meanings.

3.A. Should determine the intent of written communcation

by understanding the writer's' use of the language.

3.B. According to his own background of experience and

knowledge about the content, should answer and should

ask questions which-require literal and critical

reading and thinking:

4.A.,hould follow written directions.

--4.11.-Shduld locate references.

4.C. Should gain information from print and none-print

material.

4.D. Should.understand forms.

4.E. Should utilize ieading to facilitate personal

development-

5. Should indicate a positive attitude toward reading

'through engaging in self-motivated reading.

In Writing, each student upon completion of his

elementary-secondary writing program should:

1.A. Record and orgadize his'ideas and feelings for his

own use.

1:B. Communicate his ideas arid feelings to others,

observing accepted conventions of writing.

2.A. Write,in order to fulfill social needs, observing

,accepted conventions of writing.

2.B- Write in - response to business and/or vocational

needs, observing aopepted conventions of writing.

278
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2.C. Write in response to civic needs, obserying
accepted conventions of-writing.'

2.D. Write in response to communication needs in the
various areas of the school curriculum, observing
accepted conventions in writing.

3.A. Recognize the importance and necessity of'his ownwriting and the writing of others.

3.B. Derive satisfaction from his writing.

In Mathematics, each student upon completion of hiselementary-secondary mathematics program should:

1.A. Recall facts used in mathematics.

1.B. Identify and recognize symbols and figures usedin mathematics.
4(

1.C. Recognize terms and definitions used in mathematics.

2.A. Perform the basic operations on numbers.

2.B. Solve open sentences.

2.C. Use measuring, computational, and graphic devices.

2.D. Mentally perform arithmetic operations.

3.A. Show an understanding of mathematical concepts and
processes by translating from words to mathematical
symbols and from mathematical symbols to words.

3.B. Show an understanding of mathematical concepts and -Nprocesses by translating from the physical to
mathematical symbols and from mathematical symbolsto the physical.

3.C. Show an understanding of mathematical concepts and
processes by translating from one form of mathematical
symbols to another.

3.'D. Showan undei§tanding of mathethatical concepts and
processes by verbal explanation.

4.A. Develop and use a logical sequence of mathematicalreasoning in solving problems.

4.B. Select and use mathematical skills and techniques
required to solve problems.

5.A. Recognize the existence of a problem requiring theuse of mathematics, state 3?t, analyze it, and
propose solutions to the problem.
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5.B. Use mathematical reasoning to,make decisions

and prove or disprove hypotheses.
.

5.C. uie mathematical processes frictionally iti

original and recreational situations.

-6.A. Appreciate the contf.ibutiOns of mathematics to

the progress of ciVilization-and the worth of
mathematics to daily life and society.

6.B, Gain satisfaction from learning and using the

content and techniques of mathematics.

6.C. Appreciate the structure-oof mathematics and the

universality of its language.
r*

D. Objective Setting Activities. TO assist in the.development

of objectives at the school level, the Central Accountability Committee

requested that each school prepare an action plan which attended to

the criteria of deadlines, total faculty involvement, and planning

for program improVement beyond the writing of school objectives.

The action plans were then reviewed by the Central Accountability

Committee, and 'suggestions were. made. It was understood that each

school staff would write its own objectives with the help of schoOl

leadership and resource team members and that each school's objectives

would,' however, be reviewed and approved by the Central Accountability

Committee. Preliminary reports from individual schools regarding

the development of their objectives indicate a most positive attitude

toward the work and a serious desire to identify 'areas of improvement.

E. Comments on the Accountability Assessment Program Results.

The Accountability Assessment Program was completed with careful

attention toall requirements. Schools and individual teachersswere

responsive to the maintenance of appropriate testing procedures. ,glkt

this time, the following positive results from the assessment program

are identified:

1. Individual student profiles were distributed to

all students to whom the tests were administered,

2. P.T.A. Aleetings and individual conferences with

parents were schedtled-to interpret test data.

4 '

3. Orientation'programs which focused upon the
interpretation of test data and the utilization

of the ,data to improve individual and 'group ,

instruction were provided for faculties.

4. Item analysis.of both the system and individual

school Iowa. Tests of BasiC Skills results is being

reviewe1 to determine the areas of the instructional

program .which are to be commended, modified, or

reinforced. Emphasis is being pladed on the .

interpretation and use of individual student scores

for instructional purposes since system'data analysis

has not yet been completed 280
4



5. The total system-wide data are being carefullyanalyzed to determine not only the appropriateness
of the assessment instrument and its relationshipteour instructional program abut also the need toidentify other instruments which may possibly more
clearly define our pupils' levels of achievement.The need for. additional diagnostic tools is being
seriously considered.

F. Progress of Schools Toward System and 'school Goals-Objectives ,Not Covered, tate Assessment Instruments. Sinaevery effort is being to assure that all local school"
f.,--

objectives meet the foir criteria established by the State,including the type of assessment, the progress of each schooltoward the attainment of its obtectives will be discernible aslthese objectives are being implemented. Tlie progress of schoolstoward the achievement of both system goals and individual schoolobjectives which are not covered by State assessment instrumentswill also become more evideht as,,the program of accountability isexpanded.
(

.
. ,Program Modification Activities. While individualschool staffs and their leadership are aware,of the need fOz

program modification and have included this aspect in their -action plans for the end of this school year, it is tip() earlyto report on specific activities.

G. 'Unmet Needs for Resources. The major unmet need forresources is ,the provision of sufficient time for personnel todevelop and implement the accountability program. While fundingis"mentioned,in the law, no such provision has actually been made:The secondmajor, need is for more valid Means of testing otherthan,theJowa Tests of Basic SkiSkills, which measure ,few of the StaAegoals and'conseqdently few syStem goals and school objectives. .Ourspecialists have analyzed the Iowa. Tests of Batic Skills to discover"Which of the State goals are measured by this standardized, test,battery.

H. . Concerns. Public relations relative to our accountabilityefforts have been emphasized. Mtch of our effbrt has been fogusedon public relations within local school communities through thesharing of objectives as they are developed. The ;major, aim throughout,is to develop.an understanding of State and system goals, schoolobjectives, the status assessment 'Survey, and program modificationneeds.

.It is our intention to re the accountability aSrequired by the State law to alr y eft 'lished objectives for
the educational prqgram of Harford as identified in theBoard of Education's response to the nty Council, of Hargprd
County Resolution Number 16 of February, ..1974; which requeaedgoals for further improvement by December 31, 1977. Tuto of theseare specifically related. These are as-follows:

281
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The program and instructional practices in
reading will continue to be evaluated and
revised to improve the services to all youth,
particularly to those whose achievement in

reading is below reasonable expectations.

Data obtained from the,State program of
accountability, along with other contemporary
information,, will be usecLin planning modifications
to instructional programs in many areas of the
curriculum; particularly in language arts,
mathematics, and reading.

In summary, Harford County has endeaybre0 And" will

continue to comply fully with all requirements of the Stata

accountability program. We ,have always'striven to, be accountable

and view this experience as additional opportunity to Solidify

our belief in accountability. There is much pride in the quality

of that which has been done to date and there is commitment to
maintaining this quality.

I, 0

+40

I

0
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HARFORD COUNTY

TABLE 1,. 'COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE*

cgmutocure CHARACTERIsTics

(I)

TOTAL , '

POPULATION

(2)

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME

(3)

' PERCENT
DISADVANTAGED

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

115,378 $16,170 16.9.

(4)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
MALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

.(5)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL'
FEMALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

12.1 . 12.1

B. $CHO4 CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPTEMBER, 1973)

(6)

TOTAL
SCHOOL

ENROLLMENT

(7)

AVERAGE ,

TEACHER
SALARY

(6)
,o.

AVERAGE
ADMINISTRATOR

SALARY.

(9)

AVERAGE
YEARS

TEACHING
EXPERIENCE

(240)

AVERAGE
YEARS

ADMINISTRATOR
EXPERIENCE

33,163 $10,980 $171940 9;1 15.0

(III

PERCENT STAFF
MASTERS DEGREES

OR ABOVE

(12)

SCHOOL LEVEL
PUPIL/STAFF

RATIO

(13)

PERCENT
AVG. DAILY
ATTENDANCE

25.9 20.0 94.6

C. FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972.1973 SCHOOL YEAR)

(141-

TOTALPERPUPIL
COST

4

(I5)

PER PUPIA.
INSTRUCTIONAL

COSTS

.

(I6)

PERCENT ,,,

EXPENSES
.

ALLOTTED TO
INSTRUCTION

.(I7)

PER PUPIL
ADMINISTRATIVE
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

COSTS
$853.91 $642.18 75.3 $21.46

(lei

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

ADMINISTRATION
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

(2.9)

PER PUPIL
PUPIL PERSON..
NEL SERVICES

COSTS

(20) !

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

PUPIL PERSONNEL
SERVICES

2.5 $7.49 0.9

*SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE.
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HARFORD COUNTY

,,TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE),

AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),

BY SKILL AREAS

SKILL
AREAS

(1)

GRADE

12).

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLOJ

(3).

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED**

(41

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

(5)
AVERAGE
STANDARD

AGE
SCORE
-1SAS)t

(9

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

171

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
(GE)tt

(8)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(1)

VOCABUL4RY

4

3 2697 92.25 24 102.5 16.36 3.85 3..09

A 2751 96.99 24 104.5. 15.09 5.61 1.44

7 2154 88.16 6 102.6 14.82 7.39
-,

1.85

9 2595 10.62 6 - 105.2 15.60 9.05 1.90

(2)

READING
COMPRE-
HENSION

3 2697 92.25 24 102.5 ' 16.36
.

3.93 1.22

. 5 2758 96.99 24 ' 104.5 15.09 5.68 1.46

7 2854 08.16 6 102.6 14.82 7.41 1.71.

9 2595 80.62 6 105.2 15.60 1.19 1.80

(31

SPELLING

3 2697 92.25 24 102.5 16.36 4.34 1.31

5 . 2758
.

96.99 . 24 104.5. 15.09 ' 5.90 1.66

7 2854 88.16 6 102.6 14.82 7.47

.

2.06

9 2595 80.62 6 105.2 15.60 8.91 2.75

14):

CAPITAL-
IZATION

3 h 2697 92.25 24 102.5 16.36 . 4.03 1.26

5 2758 96:99 24 104.5 15.09 5.84 1.69

7 2154 88.16 6 102.6 '14.82 7.49 2.06

9 ' 2595 80.62 6 105.2 15.60 9.01 2.12

(51

PUNCTUATION

3 2697 92.25 24
u

' 102.5 16.36 4.05 1.39

5 ,,2758 96.99 p 24 104.5 15.09 5.67 1.63

7

.

2854

t

h

11.16 6 102.6 14.82 7.21 2.10

9 2595 80.62 .
6 105.2 15.60 6.73

"ct

2.20

.* AS OF.9/30/73, ADJUSTED 10. INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.

* *-NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED 'SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73g EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.

t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE
ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION.

THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 1001 NATIONAL SD. 16.

tt GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE

NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7,-70, 9.4, VARYING SLIGHTLY

FOR EACH SKILL AREA.

2 8 4
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HARFORD COUNTY

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE),
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),

BY SKILL AREAS

(CONTINUED).

SKILL
AREAS

(1)

GRADE

(2)

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLED

(3)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED **

(4)

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

(5)
AVERAGE

STANDARD
AGE

SCORE
° (SAS) t

(6)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

.17)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
(GE) 4.1

(8)

STANDARD
DEVIATION'

(SD)
(6)

LANGUAGE
USAGE

3 269T 92.25 24 102.5 16.36 3.19 1.35

5 2751 96.99 24. 104.5 15.09 5.51 1.74

7
2654 66.16 6 102.6 14.82 7.30

. .
2.06

9 2595 10.62 6 105.2 15.60 6.54' .2.27

17)

LANGUAGE
TOTAL

3 2697 92.25 24 102.5 11.36 . . 4.01 . 1.15

5* 2758 96.99 24 104.5 15.69 5.75 1.50

7
2854 0.16 6 102.6 14.82

,

7.37 1.84

9 2595 80.62 6 105.2 1 15.60 1.60 1.94
(8)

MATHEMATICAL

3 2697 92.25 ,, 24 102.5 16.36 3.71 .96

5
2758 96.99 24 104.5 115.49 5.75 1.39

7 2854 88.16 6 102.6 14.82 7.47 1.61

9 2595
.

80.62
1 ,

6 105.2 ,'" 15.60 9.15 1,63

(9)

MATHEMATICAL
PROBLEMS

3
.

.

2697 92.25 24 102.5 16.36 . 3.64

. .

1.06
i 2751 96.99 24 104.5 15.09 5.47 1.32

2654 0.16

.

6
1

102.6 14.82 7.22 ,1.63

7

9 2595 80.62 6 I 105.2 15.60 6.76

.

1.86

(10)

MATHEMATICAL
TOTAL

3 2697 92.25 24 102.5 16.16 3.71 .95

5 2756 , 96.99 24 104.5 15.09 5.61 1.27

7 ,....

2154. 88.16 6 102.6 14.62 7.35 1.52
4e.---

2595 80.62 6
, 4

105.2 ''-' 15.0 ,15.97 1.70 '

* AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.

** NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGC.

* STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION.THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 1001 NATIONAL SD 16.

tt GRADE 'EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM IONA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THENATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, 9.4, VARYING SLIGHTLYFOR EACH SKILL AREA.
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(BAKER FIELD - OAKINGTON)

TABLE 3. SC17100L LEVEL COMMUNITY AND PUI3LIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE*

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
PERCENT PERCENT

PERCENT MEDIAN' MEDIAN
TOTAL AVERAGE. AVERAGE YEARS STAFF

GRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILtIr AL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S DISAD- EDUCA- FAMILYORGANI- ENROLL- STAFF ATTEII4e,' DEGREE VAN- TION OF INCOME
TEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.ZATION MENT RATIO DANCE OR ABOVE TAGED MOTHER ($)SCHOOL NAME (1) (2) (3) (41',-, (5) (6) f7) (6) (9) (10) (11) (12)

BAKER FIELD ELEM K-5 . 770 26.1 96.0 27.5 2.0. 10.2 13.5 10.2 9.6 12.2 10639.0

BEL.AIK ELEM K-6 615 25.7 96.3 29.7 2.0 11.2 9.5 22.1 8.3 12.2 12476.0-

CHOJRCHvILLE ELEM K-6 596 21.3 95.1 ,I' 26.0 2.0 9.2 16.5 25.3 7.9 11.6 10594.40
/

DARLINGTON ELEM K-5 249 15.6 95.3 15.0 1.0* 12. 13.5 16.7 0 13.7 11.0 9231.0

DEERFIELD ELEM K-6 681 21,6 95.6 29.5 2.0> 5. 27.7 15.9 6.9 12.2 9634.0

DUBLIN 'ELEM K-6 513 19.3 95.5 23.5 3.0,"'" 0.1 30.7 '30.2 14.5 10. 9099.0

'EDGEWOOD-CEDAR DR K-5 1379 27.3 94.6 46.5 2.0 7.0 7.5 '\,16.6 U.S 12.2 30404.0

FOREST HILL ELEM K-6 503 21.4 96.3 21.5 ? 2.0 6.6. 9.5 6.5 4.9 12.2 12146.0

...

HALLS CROSS ROADS K-5 556

r

20.2 94.9 26.5.?.,N * 11.0 14..0 32.7 15.5 12.1 8505.0

HAVRE DE GRACE K-5 699 18.6 95.1 35.5 2.0 . 11.4 6.5 16.7 13.2 11.2 9477.0

HICKORY ELEM K-6 929 26.6 96.4 3206 2.0 10.2 16.7 26,9 11.4 12.1 12031.0

HIGHLAND ELEM K 6 408 23.3 95.4 16.5 1.0 11.3 15.5 20.0 9.2 10.9 8790.0

HILLSDALE . K-5 505 17.1 95.6 27.5 2.0 10.0 21.3 37.3 6.9 11.4, 8941.0

HOMESTEAD ELEM 4-6 893 24.1 96.8 36.0 1.0 9.9 10.5 32.4 3.7 12.3 13296.0

JARRETTSVILLE K-6 721 25.3
,41( 3

26.5 2.0 .44 20.7 14.0 8.6 11.6 10670.0

JOPPATOWNE ELEM ' K-,5 728 22.4 96.5 30.5 2.0 7.0 18.3' 18.5 2.7 12.4 12003.0

A
MEADOWVALE ELEM K-5 629 20.0 96.4 29.5 2.0 11.3 15.3v 112.7 6.6 11.6 10155.0

NORRISVILLE ELEM K-6 270 25.5 950 9.6 . 1.0 11.9 11.0 52.6, 7.2 11.0. 9561.0

OAKINGTON ELEN K-5 834 20.1 95.9 3605 2.0 9.7 20.3 19.7 6.9 12.3 8340.0

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.
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(BAKER FIELD - OAKINGTON)

HANFORD COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND. NORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS,' WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLED*

SKILL" AREAS
Wf

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE OYERAGL MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGt MARY.. DIFFER-,AVEPANDMARY. DIFFER-,

LAND EmCE LAND ENCE LAND. ENCE

BAKER FIELD ELLM

ow_ AIP ELLM

CHuRCHYILLL ELLM

0AHLINGTON ELLM

DLERFIELD LLEM

DU5LIN cu.%

EUGE4000COAR DA

FOREST HILL CLEM

HALLS CROSS ROADS

HAVAC ME 4RACE

H1CKOMY ELtm

H1oHLA611 ELEM

HILLSUALE

HOMESTEAD CLEm

JARRLITSVILLE

JOPPATo4NL ELVA

mLAD049ALL ELEm

NORRISVILLt. ELLU

On1(1146TON LLEm

SAS GE NORM GE NORM CE

3 101.5 306 3.63 .13 '3.51 3.70 .11 4.15

5 106.1 5.60 5.5q .01 5.57 5.69 -.12 5.74

3 106.9 4.06 , 3.96 .10 4.25 4.05 .23 4.21

5 105.2 5.72 5.59' .13 5.76 5,65 +13 ,600

3 105.2 3.69 3.64 .05 3.99 3.93 .06 4.17

5 102.5 5.34 5.32 .02 5.51 5.41 .10 5.57

3 100.1 3.52 3.51 3.66 3,59 .07 3,96

5 ,100.5 5.33 5,09
1.01
f+.24 5.50 5.21 .29' 506

3 96.1 3.72 3.54 ..211 3.89 3,50 .39 403

5 106.5 5.55 5.55 -.03 5.74 5,70 .04 5.77

3 99,2 3.77 .3.45 .32 3.11 3,52 +.29 3.45

5 101,5 5.71 5.60 .14 5.95 6.73 .22 5.95

3 97.5 3.51 3,41 .10 3.46 3.47 4.19 3.49

5 100.9 5.27 5,24 .03 4.54 5.35 .01 5.41

3 99.11 3.99 3.56 4.43 3.97 3.61 4.36 3.96

5 105.0 5.67 5,57 .15 5.?4 5.64 4,10 5.46

3 1160 3.35 3.35 ,.03 3.65 3.42 4,13 3.66

b 911.5 4.40 11+00 -.20 5.96 5.13 -.17 5.12

3 101.1 5.75 3.57 3.72 3.66 4,07 3.59

6 100.2 61139 5,09
,.16
4,30 5.44 CIO 4.24 5.69

3 103.6 500 3.77 .03 505 3.64 .44 4.14

b 102.5 5.51 5.42 4.25 5.63 5.46 4,15 5.52

3 96.4 3.42 5.50 .02 3,46 3.42 -.02 3.93

5 99.0 5.07 4.97 ..10 5.16 5.09 .07 1604,.

3 100,9 5.55 3..56 -.441 3,65 3.05 .00 5.94

5 102,3 4.28 5.23 -.25 5,20 5.35 -.15 5.46

5 106.7 6.15 5.56 .25 6,22 5.91 .51 6.30

..,

3 100.3 3.72 3.55 +.17 5.81 3.42 419 3.44

5 102.9 5,69 5,34 4.35 5,76 5.43. .33 5.65

.

3 107.1 4.14 3.99 05 540 4.07-" .31
5 105.0 5.79. 5.61 +.14 5.80 ,, 5.66 +.14

.4.61
600

1

3 103.4 3.46 3.72 .16 3,95 3.61 .14 4.17

5 106,7 , 5.56 5,57 .29 5.9.0 5.,68 .22 5,'5

3. 164.3 3.54 3.75 .09 4.0,4 3.85 .19 4,01

5 109.1 5.53 5.67 -.14 5.65 5.79 -.14 1.17

3 104.0 3.53 3.77 .06 3.90 3.08 4.02 4.10

5 104.9 5.62 5.43 .19 X5.53 5.57 5.66

'MATHEMATICAL TOTAL
4

AVER MARY.. DiFFEK+
LAND E"CE
NORM, NORM GE

4.05 .10 3.56
500 -.06 5.34

4.36 -.17 4.10
5.79 .21 5.82

4.27 -.10 3.76
5.57 .00 5.34

3.94 4.02 3.47
5.41 -..45 5,00

3.88 .17 3,61
5.81 -.04 5.74

3.62 3.76
5.95 .00 5,25

3.62 -.13 3.41
3,145 .04 4.23

3.96 +.02 3.53
5.77 -.12 5.55

0

3.74
5.23

3.45
5.54

4.01
6.39

-at
..36

3.45
2.65

4.12 -.03 503
5.63 -.11 5.51

3.144 .51 5.19
5.29 -.25 5.41

4.00 .06 3,57
5.51 ...05 5.20

4.05 .24 6.16

3.97 -.13 3.42
5.60. -.06 5.36 /'

1.1;9 ::;!
4.09
S.16

4. .01 3.76
5.64 .14 5.94

,

' 4.19 -.18 3.65
6,00 -.63 5.54 '

4.22 -.12 3.54
5.0 .:on 5.7n

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 14.1

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

-
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3.70 . -.12

5.84 -.46

4.00 .10
5.43 -.01

3.49 .11
5.61 -.27

3.61 ...14

5.45 -.45

3.53 .4.08
5.55.

3.57 .19
5.97 -.01

3.50 0.09
5.49 =a1

3,63 +.30
5451 -.26

3,141 .06
544 -.Jo

3.67 .22
5,43 4.12

3.51 .011
5.67 =.36

5.52' -.33'
5.34 4,07 ,

3.66 -.09
5,55 -.35

6.08 .10

3,64
5:6: ::::

4.ot .bis
5.82 -.26

3..79 -.05
5.67 .07

3.83 -.15
6.02 -.44

3.82 -.28
5.71 -.01
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(BAKER FIELD - OAKINGTON)

HARFORD COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

?-

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY -SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATU
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*

SKILL 'AREAS
.

Litt VOCABULARY . READIRO COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERA60. NARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE' 'MARY- DI ER- AVERAGE MARY-
LAND ENCE LAND ENC LAND

' SAS GE- NORA, OE NORM GE N01144

TOTAL

DIFFER-
ENCF

--,RpHEmATICAL TOTAL

AVEWAGE4/m r- DIFFER-
LA

GE ' NOR
EN;E

0A4ER FIELD ELEM 3 101.3 3.76 3.83 .13 3.61 .69 12 4.15 4.03 .12 3.58 3.70 -.125 106.1 5.60 5.89 -.09 5.57 5.73 -.16 5.74 5.88 ..14 5.3n 5.91 -.53

IILL AIR ELLM 3 406.9 4.06 1.99 607 4.28 .06 .22 4.21 4:35 *.17 4.10 4.01 4.095 105.2 5.72 5.61 .11 5.78 5.66 .12 6.00, b.6 .10 5.02 5.65

CHuRCmvILLE CLLR 3 105.2 3.69 3.66 4.01 3.99 3.95 .04 4.17 4.27 -.10 3.78 302 "-ail5 102.5 5.34 45.38 -.04 5.51 5444 .07 5.57 5.61 -.04 5.34 5.65 -.31

DARLINATON ELEA 3 100.1 3,b2 3.55 -.03 3.66 3.61 .05 3.96 3.96 4.00 3.47 3.64 -.17
5 100.5 5:33 5.21 .12 5.50 5.26 4.22 5.36 5.46 -.10 5.00 5.50 -.50

ULERFIELD ELEM 3 96.1 3.72 3.42 .30 3.69 3,47 .42 4.93 3.63 .20 3.61 3.53 .065 106.5 5.55 5.73 -.14 5.74 5.76 -.02 5.77 5.91 -.14 5,74 5.94 -.20 -

.
.

0u0C1N-ELEH 3 99.2 3.77 3.54 4.28 3.81 5.55 +.26 3.65 3.90 ..08 3.2k 3.59 .475 108.5 5.76 5.90 ..12 5.4.5 5.92 .03 5.05 6.06 -y11
...

5.45 6.09 -.14 L.

,-.

Eidam000-CCOAR DR 3 97.5 3.51 3,36 .13 3.66 5.43 .25 1.89 26/9 -.40 3.41 .' 3.50 -.045 100.9 5.27 5.24 .403 -5.34 5.31 +.03 5.44. 5.49 -.06 5.23 5.-57 -.30

FOREST HILL EL1M 3 99.8 3.99'
5 105.0 5.67

3.53
.

3.97. 3.59 .38
5.74. 5.64 4.10

3.98
5.65

3:94
5.80

4.04
-.15

5.43
5.55

5.62
3.63

.31
-.28

°

HALLS CROSS ROADS 3 98.8 3.38 3,34 4.04 3.55 5.39 4.16 3.40' 3.75 -.09 3.49 3.48 4.035 95,5 ' 4.60 5.04 -.24 4.96 8.12 -.16 5.12 5;31 -.19 6.09 5.35 -.26

HAvREDE 04ACE 3 401.1 3.73 3.61 4.12 1.72 3.97 4.05 1.01 4.02 -.13 3.45 3.69 -.245 100.2 15.39 5.18 4.21 5.44 5.25 .19 5.43 4.26 5.55 5.44 .07-
r'

034440Ny ELEm 103.8 3.60 3,77 +.03 3.75 3.04 ,,4.15 4.17 -.02 3,73 3.153 -.105 102.9 5.62 5.42 4.20 5.63 5.47 0 +.16 5.82 5.64 -.12 5.31 '5.64 -,37
0

HIbHLANO LLE'4 .1 90.4 3.42 5.44 ..62 5.46 3.49 -.03 8.83 3.65 -.32 3.19 1.54 -.355 99.0 5.07 5.06 -.01 5.16 5.16 ..00 5.04 5,34 -.30 5.41 5.19 .02
.

,
HILLSJALE 3 100.9 3.55 3.60 .. S 3.65 3.66 -..01 3.04 4.01 -.07 3.57 3.60 -.115 '102.3 4.95 5438 -.3 5.20 5.42 -.22 5.46 5.59 -.13 5.20 5.63 -.43

HOMESTEAD ELEA, 5 106.7 6.15 5.41 .24 6.22 : 5.94 +.26
..

6.30 6.0h 4;22 5.18 6.11 .07

JARRETTSvILLE 3 100.3 3.72 3.55 4.16 3.61 3.62 .19 .8.44 3.97 -.13 3.42 3.65 ,-.235 102.9 5.69 5.42 4.27 70 5.47 .29 5.85 5.64 -.09 5.36 3.66- -.30
V a,

.A21'9ATnADE ELEm 107.1 4.14- 4.00 .14 4.38 4.07 .31 4.81 4.39 4.22 4.09 4.02 4.075 105.0 5.79 5.60 .19 5.80 5.64 4.16 8.00 S.80 4.20 5.56 5.63 -.27

mEADO4ALE ELEF, 3 103.4 3.68 3.78 4.42 3.95 3.85 4.42 4.17' 4.16 4.01 3.76 3.82 -.065 106.7 .5.86 5.74 4.12 5.90 5.78 .12 5.94 5.93 .08 5.04 5076 -.02

NORRE5vILLE ELEH 3 104.3 3.64 3.52 4.02 4.04 3.89 -4.1S
6 100.1 5.53 5.95 -.42 5.65 5.97 -.32

4.61
5.37

4.22
6.11

-.21
-.74

3.84
5.06

3.47
6.14

-.19
-.56

04..44670N ELEH i 104.0 3.63 3.60 .61 3.90 3.67 4.03 4.10 4.20 -,10 3.44 3,65 -.315 104.9 5.62 5.54 .03 5.53 5.u3 1.10 5.66 5.79 -.13 5.70 5.42 -.12

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION. 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND, EXPLANATION CIF ASTERISK 145
ACCOMPANYING 0DIFFERENCEN SCORES.
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( PROSPECT MILL NORTH HARFORD SR).

a TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL-COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHDOL RESOURCES
PROFILE*

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN.
PERCENT PERCENT

PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN
TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS STAFF

GRADE SCHOOL PU1DIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE r MASTER'S DISAD- EDUCA- FAMILY
ORGANI- ENROLL- STAFF ATTEN- DEGREE VAN- TION OF INCOME

TEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.ZATION RENT RATIO DANCE" oR ABOVE TAGED MOTHER (S)SCHOOL NAME (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6). (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (121
el

-PROSPECT MILL

RIVERSIDE

SLATE RIDGE

K-6 528 28.5 97.0 16.5 2e0 '.7 10.5 27.0 ' 11.2 12.0 747.0

.
;

IPK-5 634 22.2 96.9 26.5 2.0 8.4 12.0 21.1 2.9 12.4 12796.0

K-6 230 23.9 94.8 7.6 2.0 12.3 8.5 47.9 9.2 10.9 8631.0

A

WAKEFIELD ELEM K-3 994, 29.2 95.9 32.0 2.0 12.6 23.3 17.6 3.7 12.3 13296.0

WM PACA OLD POST Ri K-5 952 21.6 94.9 40.0 4.0 8.5 '9.9 25.0 6.6 11.2 10555.0

1

YOUTHS BENEFIT K-6 1142 25.7 96.1 41.5 3.0 8.6 8.5 18.0 -2.4 12.2 12648.0.

-1,

ABERDEEN MIDDLE 6-8 1529 19.4 95.7 76.9 2.0 7.2 17.0 25.4 10.6 12.2 9407.0

EDGEWOOD RIDDLE 7-43 1213 19.9 93.5 59.0 2.0 7.2 21.0 34.4 7.4 11.9 10352.0*

,..

HAVRE DE4RACE MID 6-8 . 838 19.9 93.1 40.0 2.0 8.3 15.5 26.2 11.0 . 11.3 9624.0
, ,

JOPPATOWNE JR SR . 6-11 1374 20.4 94.7 66.0
.

_
2.0 4.4 17.5 27.9 5.0 12.4. 12419.0

..

d

ABERDEEN SR HIGH . 9-12 1740 18.9 91.6 89.0 3.0 8.2 20.3 38.0 11.3 12.2 4 9411.0

.. BEL AIR MIDDLE 7-8 1972 18.4 95.8 104.0 3.0 8.1 14.0 i 32.7 6.5
*

BEL AIR SR HIGH 9-12 3155 19.8 93.0 154.0 5.0- 8.6 18.2 39.0 7.5 12,.2 J12387.0

EDGEWOOD SR HIGH 9-12 1432 18.8 91.4 73.0 3.0 9.1 17.0 38.1 7.7 12.0 10689.0

HAVRE DE GRACE SR 9-12 843 17.2 89.4 47.0 2.0 7..9_ 19.0 28.6 1,1.9 11.3 9625.0

12.2 11381.0't

NORTH HARFQRD SR JR 7-12' 1747 19.9 93.2 85.9 2.0 9.2 13.5 27.3 10.1 11.1 9687.0

SEE APRENDLk A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS:

a
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(PROSPECT MILL -.NORtH HARFORD SR)

TABLE 4: ,RELATI'ON OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, B,

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

HARFORD COUNTY CONTROLLED*
SCHOOL SYSTEM

I 0

VOCABULARY

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY..

'LAND. .

SAS OF NORM

PROSPECT MILL

RIVERSIDE

SLATE RTOGE

WAKEFIELD LLCM

WM PADA.011 POST RD

YOUTHS BENEFIT
. -

ABERDEEN MIDDLE

EUGE1400D MIDDLE

HARVE DE GRACE MID

JOPPATOPNE JR 8P1\

AuERDEEN'SR HIGH

Bt.), AIP MIDDLE

BEL AIR SR HIGH

EUGE9006 SA HIGH

HAVRE OE 6HACE SR

NORTH HARFORD'SR JR

3 100.2 ' 3.96 3.57
5 108.4 5,83 5.80

3 103.4 4.16 3.74
5 107.3 5.92 5.76

.

3 99.1 3.47 3.44
S, 98.3 5.11 4.92

S 108. 4.29 4.08

3.- 99.0
b 103.6

;3 1090 4.14 c 3.91
. 5 106.0 5.94 5.65

T 102.3 7.26 607

7 100.3 6.81 8.61

7 96.7 6.84 6.44

7 040 7.56 7.32
9 103.4 9.28 8.94

9 104.1 8.89 A.68

7 105.7 7.95 7.42

9 100.5 8.56 4.33

\ ,

7 100.6 7.11 ,6. 5
9 103.0 8.70 P. 6

3.66 3.46
5.46 5.36

9 08.6 9.48 9.27

9 104.0 8.71 8.74

SKILL AREAS

READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL
.

DIFFER.. AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER.. AVERAGE MARY.. DIFFER.. AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER-.

ENCE . LAND ENCE LAND ENCE LANG EMCE

GE NORM SE NORM . GE NORM

.
-

.4

.

.39 3.99 3.63 +.36 3.98 3.97 4..01 3.87 3.65 .+.22

.03 5.80 5.88 -.08 5.,A0 6.03 -.23 5.47 6.06 -.19

+.34 4.19 3.44 +.35 .4.43 4.17 +.16 4.09 3.42 +.27

6.02 9.24.14 - 5.41 +.21 5.94 +.34 5.92 5.97 -.05
,

03 3.80 3.52- +.28, 3.64 3.48 ...20 3.38 3.56 -.18

..19 5.14 b.04 +.14 5.52 5.24 +.2A 5.60 5.29 +.31

.21 4,29 4.17 +.12 4.42 4.49 +.03 4.05 4.10 ...05

.23 4.15 3.99 +.16 4.13 4,32 +.01 3.6A 3.95 -.07

4,29 6.66 5.71 +.15 6.05 500 +.20 5.79 5.49 4..10

.

+.29- 7.I 7.02 +.16 7,.12 7.02 +.10 7.09 ' 7.20 ..11

.on -6.96 6.66 +.10 7.01 6.42 +.09 700 7.10 -.10

.

+.40 6%82 6.52 +,30 ' 6.62 6.64 -.02 6.72

.24 7.48 7.32 +.16 7.46 .. . 7.35 +$11 7.42 7.54 -.12

+.30 9,04 18.81 +.23 8.92 8.81 +.11 8.91 9.05, ..,14

4.21 8.80

+.53 7.93

+.28 .4,
.

,.26 7.30 6.91 +.39 7.10 6.97 +.13 7.34 7.20. +.18

4.14 8.61 8.33 +.04 8.44 8.51 +.13 8.43 8.78 +.05

4.00 3.71 3.52 +.19 3.A1 3.84 .07 3.47. 3.967 -.10

.10 5,62 6.45 +.17 sole, 6.66 .09 .6.57" " 5.68 -.II

+.21 9.26

..02 4.70

8.58 +.22 8.89 8.54 +.05 8.74 A.80 -.06

7.42 +.51 74.97 7.43 +.54 7.40 7.65 +.15

9.19 +.07 9.22 9.09 +.13 9.37 9.39

8.61 4.09 8.8t 8.61 +.00 8.44 8.85 -.01

8.23 +.14 419 '8.28 -.09 8.48 8.50 -.02

6.81 -04

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.3.2 FOR
DEFINITIONSIOF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK I*/

CCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

0

1

A
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(PROSPECT MILL T1NORTH HARFORD SR)

HARFORD COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

'TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS,' BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS,
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*

I' STILL AREAS

VOCAGOLARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL
SCHOOL WANE GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY-

i' LAND
siii 'GE NORM

1

DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY+ DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE LAND ENCE

GE NORM GE

) *

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
' ENCE

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DTFFER+
ENCE

PROSPECT MILL 3 100 i 3.96
5 1 5.83

3.56
5.93

+.40
-.10

3.99 3.61 .38
5.60 5.96 -.16

3.98
5.40

3.96
6.09

. +.02,
-.29

3.87
5.67

3.64
6.12

+.23
-.25

. .

RIVERSIDE 103; 4.16 3.76 +.40 4.19 3.83 .36 4.33 4.16 +.17 4.09 3.82 +.27.5 107;3 5.92 5.79 +.13 6.02 5.83 +.19 6.28 5.97 .31 502f 6.00 -.05

,SLATE RIDGE 3 991 3.47 1.48 -.01 3.80 3.54 +.26 1.68 3.89 -.21 3.38 3.58 -.205 98 3 5.11 5.02 +.09 5.18 5.10 +.08 5.52 5.29 +.23 5.60 5.33 +.27
.(

WAKEFIELD LLEM 3 106fA 4.29 4.11 +.15 4.29 4.19 'M.10 4.52 4.50 +.02 . 4.05 4.11 -.06
.. 1WM PACA OW POST RD 3 94.0 3.66

5 403165.463.48
5.48

+.18
-.02

3.71 3.53 4.10
5.62 5.53 +.09

3.51
5.56

3.49
5.69

-.06
-.13

3.47
5.57 N131 ::116

,

,

YOUTHS BENEFIT 3 1050 4.14 3.92 4'122 4.15 3.99 .16 4.33 4.32 +.01 3.88 3.96 -.085 10640 5.94 5.68 +.26 5.86 5.72 +.14 6.05 5.87 +.18 5.79 5.91 -.12
4AUERDECN +1100L4 7 102.3 7.2G 7.07 +.19 7.18 7.09 4.09' 7.12 7.16 +.04 7.09 7.36 -.27

EDGEWOOD MIDDLE 7 100.3' 6.81 6.85 -.04 6.96 6.89 +.07 7.01 6.98 +.03 7.00 7.18 -.18

HARVE GE GRACE MID 7 964 6.84 6.45 #.39 6.82 6.53 +.29. 6.62 6.66 +.04 6.72 6.44 -.12

JOPPATOWNE JR SR 7 10448 7.56 7.34 #.22 7.48 7.34 +.14 7.46 ,7.38 +.04 7.42 7,60 +.189 1050 9.211 8.98 +.30 9.04 8.84 4.20 8.92 8.84 +.08 8.91 9.00 -.17
t

ADERDEEN SR HIGH 9 1044 11.89 8.83 +.06 8.00 8.68 +.12 8.49 8.71 -.12 0.74 8.94 -.20

BLL AIR MIDDLE 7 105. 7.95 ..7.44 +.51 7.93 7.43 +.50' 7.97 7.46 +.51 7.40 7.68 +.12

BEL AIR SR HIGH 9 /08. 9.48 9.35 +.13 9.26 9.21 +.05 9.22 9.16 +.06 9.37 9.43 -.06

EOGEw000 54 HIGH 9 104. 8.76 8.82 -.06 8.70 8.67 +.03 0.61 8.71 -.15 5.54 8.93 -.09

HAVRE OE GaACE SR 9, 1004j 8.56 8.42 +.14 8.37 8.26 +.11 8.19 8.36 -.17 8.48 8.55 -.07

NORTH HARFORD SR JR 7 100.60 7.11 6.88 +.23 7.30 6.92 +.38 7.10 7.01 +.0q 7.38 7.21 .179 103.(0 8.70 8.71 +.01 8.61 8.55 +.06 I 8.64 8.61 +.03 6.53 8.82 .01-

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4%$.2 FOR DEFINITIONS DF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATIDN DF ASTERISK (4)ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENW SCORES.
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LOCAL SCHOOL
.

SYSTEMMEVEL--ACCOUNTABILf# ASSESSMENT INFORMATION

4.14 HOWARD COUNTY

School System Goals and Objectives:

O

A. The Changing County.. The Howard County Public School System

is the most rapidly growing of all of the subdivisions of Maryland.

Between 1968 and*1973 Howard County's public schools showed a 52.9%-

increase in enrollment. In the same period, the State school system

averaged a 5.9% increase.

Much of the increase has been due to the development of
the new City of Columbia which has grown, in a period of seven.years,

to 32,532-inhabitants. Having attracted persons from all fifty States

and some foreign countries, Columbia has a population of diverse
socio-economic and educational backgrounds.

Responsive to the anticipated needs of the changing pupil
population, the Howard County public schoo1s planned and implemented
educational strategies of increased individualization, non-gradedness,
team teaching, and open enrollment.. Further, educational goal-setting,-

grounded in recognized behavioral objectives, is becoming an on-goidg

process in curriculum and program development.

9 n r)
)...
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-B. obPal Setting activities. Hp
se-ttig activities have been- directed t

rd County's goal c
ward aligning county

goal*, in rOding,.writing,oand mathematics with the goals'-',
specTied-P1 the State Accountability 'Model. In May; 1972,
the BoirOof Education, Of, Howard County approved a statement
of pthilos0Phy which included those goals' that underlie the day-o
to-day'activities of the publid schools. These gopls are asfollows; !:i P.

f

ti

released
writing;
Program.

Establish programs .related to the needs of yqpth
and the society in which they are nova lixfing and
.in which they will live.

Educate students to assimilate and to develdpan appreciation- of the cUlture and values 'of
kour demoqratic society and the world at large.

Facilitate desirable mental, physical, social,
and ethidal development among all students.'

Help.students to achieve command of the fundamental
processes.

Provide settings in which students-may practice
citizenship while preparing to act as competent
and responsible citizens of the Nation.

Educate students 1:01 explore their own capacities
and .aptitudes.

Provide'programs which will enable students to be
effective in their chosen vocations or in their
pursuit of higher education.

"a4A's, 4

.Educate students to understand themselves as
individuals in relationship to others.

Provide an educational environment in which
students gain experience in making value judgments.

Guide students in the application of logical and
reasonable processes which will contribute to the
growth and progress of our society.

Assist pupils in developing,an understanding of
the role of the family in society and the
individual relationships which exist therein.

Educate pupils in wise use of leisure4me.

In August of 1973, the State Department of Educa-ein
to the public a set of academic goal statemenl's in reading,
and mathematics to he used as the basis fbr the Accountability
A committee of teachers, principals, and supervisors

ct 3
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responded by translating the State's general goal statements,
into an inclusive set of county goals. The Howard County Local
System Goals are

In Reading, each Howard County student who has achieved
the objectives for reading established by-the local school should
demonstrate the ability to:

1.A. Identify purposes for using print and non-print
reading materials.

I.B. Select,from a variety of print and non-print
materials those which suitable both in level
of difficulty' and in contene.

USe selected print and non-print materials to
satisfy purposes for reading.

2.A. Explain and apply a system for recognizing words
and determining their appropriate meanings.

2.B. Identify words instantly and consistently', and
simultaneously associate appropriate meanings with
those words.

3.A. Comprehend a reading selection through using
personal experiences and knowledge to identify
the literal meaning of the selection.

Compr nd a reading selection through using

pe onal experiences and knowledge to infer
implied meanings from the selections.

3.C. Comprehend aq reading selection through using
personal experiencsiand knowledge to re-act

critically tdcthe literal and implied meanings
of the selection.

3.p. Comprehend a reading selection through using
personal experiences and knowledge to respond
creatively to the literal and implied meanings
of the selection.

4.A. Meet the reading demands for 'functioning in

society through following directions.

4.B. Meet the reading demands for functioning in ,

society through locating"reference materials.

4.C. Meet the reading demands for functioning in
society through gaining and interpreting information
from selected materials.

4.D. Meet the reading demands for functioning in
society through, interpreting forms.

2p1,
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4.E. Meet the reading demancis for functioning in
society through reading to attain personal
development.

.
-

Each Howard County student whO has achieved the
'objectives for reading established by the local school should:

5.A. Demonstrate a-positive attitude toward reading
by expressingan interest in reading and a
desire to read.

5.B. Frequently choose to read when given several ,

alternatives fore leisure time activities.

In Writing, each Howard County student who has achieved
the objectives for writing established by the local school should
demontrate the ability to:

_j
.

1.A. Record thoughts and feelings for personal use,
observing conventions of writing appropriate
to the situation and pttrpose.

1.B.- Communicate thought's and feelings to others,
observing appropriate linguistic form, levels of
usage, and conventions of rhetoric and mechanics.

2.A. Write in social situations, observing appropriate
.linguistic forms, levels of usage, and conventions
of rhetoric and mechanics.

2.B. Writeain busineso or vocational situations, observing
appropriate linguistic form, levels of usage, and
conventions of rhetoric and mechanics.

2.C. Write in scholastic situations, observing
appropriate linguistic form, levels of usage,
and conventions of rhetoric and mechanidb.

3.A- Choose writing frequently as a means of fulfilling
personal goals.

3.B. Choose writing frequently\as a means of communicating
with others.

3.C. Evidence satisfaction from the experience of writing.

In Mathemati each Howard County student who has
achieved the objectives or mathematics established by the local
school should demonstrate the ability to: ,

- 1.A. Identify mathematical symbols.

1.B. Recall mathematical facts of addition, subtraction,
multiplication, and dividion.

1.C. Recognize mathematical terms.
41-256
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1.D. Recall mathematical definitions. %

.1.Ei.Name and order numerals.

1.F. Identify geometric shapes.

2.A. Perfor* computations in addition, subtraction,
'multiplication, aid division.,

2.B. Perform measurements.

2.C. Solve eqUations.

2.D. Solve inequalities.

3.A. nderstand the concept of number.

.B. Translate mathematical symbols into words.

.C. Translate words into mathematical symbols.

3.D. Translate word problems into mathematical
statements.

3.E. Translate mathematical statements into word

problems.

3.F. Interpret pictorial representations of mathematical

forms.

3.G. Translate mathematical statements into other
mathematical forms.

3.H. Apply the concepts of location, size, and shape.

3.1. Use geometric properties.

3.J. Use the properties of the number'system.

3,.K. Describe physical phenomena in mathematical terms.
NOS

3.L. Associate known mathema%1.cal expreseions'with
appropriate physical phdhomqna.

4.A. Analyze problem situations.

4.B. Develop a logical sequence in the solution of

problems.

4.C. Solve problems by applying mathematical knowledge
and skills.

4.D. Test the accuracy of solutions to problems.

291;
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4.

i

5.A. Transfer and utilize mathematical knowledge
and patterns of thought to the solution of,
personal problems.

5.B. Apply knowledge and insights gained in
mathematics to participation in societal
decisions.

6.A. Exhibit awareness of the importance of
mathematics in the development of civilization.

6.B. Select games And puzzles, which are mathematical
in nature.

6.C. Use mathematical devices to improve accuracy and
efficiency.

6.D. Exhibit awareness of the need for mathematical
skills in career-related fields.

6.E. Use'mathematics.in daily living.

6.F. Exhibit interest in the contribution that
mathematicians have made to everyday living.

6.G. Participate in the learning of mathematics
beyond what is required.

Secondly, this same committee retranslated the inclusiveset of county goal statements into behavioral objectives. Theseobjectives define what a learner should be able to do at the end of'an instructional sequence. They also represent a comprehensive setof sequential skills that go from simple to complex in each academicarea specified by the State.

Thirdly, the committee determined the grade placeMent atwhich each pbjective should be achieved across all schools inHoward County. This predicted county achievement level is the gradelevel at which the staff piedicts mastery of student performances asspecified in the objective.

Finally, these sets of objectives, with anticipated
achievement levels, were assembled into Objective Handbooks andmade available to,i4Avidual schools,- These handbooks were organizldas worksheets with the following headings: Student Performance,Predicted County Achievement Level,"Suggested Type of Measurement,and Predicted School Ach*evement Level.

Activities at the Individual School Level. Utilizing theschool objective handbooks, the responsibility of each school is notto further identify objectives but rather to specify anticipatedmastery for its students, Additionally, j.t is to identify thetype of measures, to be used to assess success in achieving thebehaVior specified in the objective. To accomplish this, each
school will complete the school objective worksheets in the handbookfor each subject\
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Monitoring of Program. Plans have been developed

which detail procedures for monitoring, at the county level,

of the grade placement of individual school objectives.

C. Results of the Accountability Assessment Program.

Base line data provided by the Maryland Accountability Assessment.

Program indicate the level at which students are performing at

the time of testing. These first year data do not indicate growth

in academic achievement over a period of time. Therefore, since

staff places emphasis on the progress students are making in

learning, the 1973-74accountability data were compared 'with data

collected over the past five years,so that academic progress within

grades over the years and across grades could be determined. It

is from this point of view that the following analysis is made:

Within GradesTiver the Years. This analysis indicates

that when comparing the 1973-74 Iowa Tests results with Iowa base

line results'in 1969-70 and in 1972-73, student achievement as

measured in grade7equivalents, forms an upward trend and in terms

of sub-test totals, and composite scores are presently at their

highest levels. This conclusion is supported by the following:

Grade 3

With 1969-70 scores as base line, county mean scores

increased from 4.1 to 4.5 (four months) in Total Language

Skills and from 3.8 to 4.0 (two months) in Total Arithmetic

Skills, while general ability levels remained approximately

the same (107.3 to 107.6). The same trend i-s observable

whpn using 1972-73 test results as base line data.

Grade 5

With 1969-70 scores ds'bae line, county mean scores

increased from 5.8 to 6.1 (three months) in Total y

Language Skills and from 5.6 to 6.0 (four months) in'

Total Arithmetic Skills, while general ability levels

decreased 1.8 units (107.6 to 105.81. The same trend

is observ4le when using 1972-73 test results as base

line data.

Grade 7

With 1972-73 scores as hasp line, the'onlibase line that

exists, county mean,scores in grade seven have Increased

from 7.2 to 7.6 (four months) in Total Language Skills and

from 6.2oto 7.6 (seven months) in Total Arithmetic Skills,

while the cognitive aptitude-level sdecreased 2.9 nits

(10g.7 to 105.8). .

'of
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Grade .9

No comparative statistics are available for grade9 whibh replaced grade.10 in the assessment program
during:the.197.3-74 school year.' -In previous years

' grade 10 was assessed with the Test of Academic
ProgresS which showed a similar upward trend with/county mean percentile ranks going frbm the 63rdpercentile in 1970-71 to the 76th percentile'in 1972-73.

Across Grades

Grade 3-

4

The mean Iowa,composite score of students tested inthe eighth 'Month of-instructlon is 4.2 grade-equivalents.This county. mean'score Is,well above the national normby approximately"four months. /

Grade 5

The mean Iowa composite score of students tested' inthe eighth month of instruction is 6.0 grade-equivalents.This county mean score is above the national norm by'approximately, two months.

Grade 7

The mean Iowa composite score of students tested in theseventh month of instruction is 7.6 grade-equivalents.This county mean score.is below the nati"onal norm byapproximately one month.

Grade 9

The mean Iowa composite score of students tested in theseventh month of instruction if 9.2_grade-equivalent-s.
This county mean score is below the national norm of 9.4by approximately twi5 month's..

Gradp 10

The mean composite scpre of students tested in 1973 withthe Testmf Academic Progress was at the 76th percentilerank. This county mean score is well above the nationalnorm of the 50th percentile.

8

11(i(1
tl..
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A

Summary

Grade -3
1969-70
1973-74

Grade 5
1969-70
1973-74

Grade 7
1972-73,
.1973-74

COmposite
Grade Equiv. I.Q.

3.9
4.2

5.8
6.0

7.3
7.6.

Grade39.
1973-74 9.2

Grade 10
190,---1(1 63rd percentile
1972-73 76th percentile

107.3
107.4

107.6
.105.5

108.7
105.8

105.3

104.
106..

D. Progress Toward System and/or School Goals Not Covered

by State Assessment Instruments. It has been theintent of.the

Howard Cgunty School System to put into operation effective and

varied instructional programs in both the cognitive and affective

domains. -FurtheY, efforts have been made!to provide for evaluation

of such programs. In addition to ongoing local assessment programs,

the 13grd of Education has also approved evaluations by outside

agencies.- One such evaluation effort began in 1967 by the'University

of Naryland and was designed to carry on five-year assessment

programs of the county's three model schools (open space). Results

'vindicate that'modei schpol students~ have a higher degree of choice

of study topics, do more individual work and enjoy a greater.'

variety' of instructional methods than o e students.

N,

Another such evaluation effort is a two-year study of

the Center for the Social Organization of Schools conducted by The

John Hopkins University which has foUnd:

Attendance in open-enviropment schools is

significantly related to a higher level 'of

student self-reliance; and

Students in open-environment'schools report

that they are more satisfied and less bored

in school, and'rpact more positively to their

teachers.

803
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A

A third byaluation is atwo-year study by the-,Institute oft FieldIStudies ofTeacbers College,, ColumbiaUniversity. -,It will analyze the two previOus.;tudies andrecommend future directions for development of the schoolsystemi
' 3

blither general assessment data.whichhave-beenutilized include:-

*
Scholastic Aptitude Test scores fok Howar
County students hAre maintained-an avera eof 984 in the past five years whilt thnatio#al averages,for college-bound studentshave fallen from 948 to 924.

Attendance in the Howard County public schools,from 19,70. through 1974, has averaged over 93%of total students enrolled.

tf,The efforta,of this school system to provide
effective learning environmentav program,options, and yaried teaching methodahavd
attracted nationwide attention. In the past'four years, over 5,000 vj.sitors from otherStates and foreign countries have visited
Howard County schools each year. Many of theminv4tq6ounty personnel to serve as workshopfend institute .leaders in"their home schooldistricts.

40-

dS'

.E. Program Modification Activities. Central office staffwork with school principals and teachers to modify curriculum,teaching techniques, staffing patterns, and school design to bring,about increased student achievement. Future program modificationsare being considered.
Accountability will place emphasis 'on studentlearning outcomes rather than teacher

performanceir.Accolantability'will, call for an instructional model designed to4-06itidefeedba'ck, to administrators and teachers during the instnlktional process sothat modifications and improvements can be made4to asstee that eachstudent achieves to potential. Thi approach will require improvedassessment procedures and systematic feedback strategieg if studentlearning is to be accelerated.-

F. Unmet Needs for 'Resources to Permit Improvement: of.Programs and Services. The development of accountability 'supPortsystems require a realloc-ation of resources and thesetting of .;different priorities at both the State.and.local level. Human,resources skilled in psychometrics, objective-based instruction,Wand systems analysis are needed. Financial resources are neededto retraintaff, to provide differentiated staffing, and to developsupport sysfems directed toward increased student learning rates.Such resources will be needed to permit improvement of thoseprograms and services related to the Maryland AccountabilityAssesament Program.
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HOWARD COUNTY ti

TABLE I. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCE'S PROFILE*

A. COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS

(1)

TOTAL
POPULATION

(2)

. MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME

(3)

PERCENT
DISADVANTAGED -.

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

.61,911 $13,472 ,I1.6

(4)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
MALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEAS)

(5)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
FEMALES 25 YEARS.
OF AGE OR OLDER:

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARSI

12..4 12.3

Bt-,,,SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPTEMBER, 1973)

(6)

TOTAL
SCHOOL

ENROLLMENT

(7)
_

AVERAGE
TEACHER
SALARY.

(8)

AVERAGE
ADMINISTRATOR .

SALARY

(9)

AVERAGE
YEARS,

TEACHING
EXPERIENCE

(10)

AVERAGE
YEARS

ADMINISTRATOR
EXPERIENCE

21,977 -$10,833 $18,108 7.6 17.2

'MI
I

PERCENT STAFF
MASTERS DEGREES

OR tBOVE

(12)-

SCHOOL LEVEL
PUPIL/STAFF'

RATIO

'.. (13)

PERCENT
,AVG. DAILY
ATTENDANCE

28.5 19.0 94.6.

C. FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-1973 SCHOOL YEAR)

(14)

TOTAL,
PER PUPIL
COST

(14) .

PER PUPIL
INSTRUCTIONAL

;COSTS

(16)

PERCENT
EXPENSES

ALLOTTED TO
INSTRUCTION

(17)

PER PUPA.
ADMINISTRATIVE
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

_ COSTS
$1,057.09 $792.93 . 75.0 $23.56

.

(18) '

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

ADMINISTRATION'
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

(19)

PER PUPIL
PUPIL PERSON-
NEL SERVICES

COSTS

.1201

PERCENT;LEXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

PUPIL PERSONNEL
SERVICES

2.2 ' $6.75 0.6

it

*SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF DeA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE.
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HOWARD COUNTY-

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY, (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE)t -

AND ACADEMIC. ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),
BY S)(ILL AREAS

SKILL
AREAS

.

(1)

GRADE

(2)

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLED*"

(3)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED**

14)

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

(5)
AVERAGE
STANDARD

AQE
SCORE
(SAS)t

'

16)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

17)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
IGE)"

(8)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(1)

-',VOCABULARY

k'

a

3 1628
.

100.00 23'. 107.6 16.66 4.10 1.21

5 1794 100.00 23 106.8 15.59 5.93 1.56

7 ' 1703 100.00 ' 10 105.8

.

14.35
0

7.80 1.77

9 1664 90.56 6 .. 106.5 16.27 9.25 1.49

(2) -...

READING
COMPRE-
HOSION

.

3 1628 100.00 . _ 23 107N8 `16.4,8 4.15
t

1.3,5

5 1794 100.00 23 106.8 15.59.: 5.89 1.53

.

..

1703 100.00 10 105.8 14.35
1 N.

7:53 1.66

9

-..

1664 90.58 6 106.5 16.27 9.15 1.84

F3)

SPELLING

.

1628 100.00 ' 23 107..6 16.66
.,.
4,64

-

0,1.37

5 1794 .100.00 23 106.8 15059 6.2 1.71

e

7 1703 100.00 10 105.8. 14.'35 7.58 2.04

"..

'9
...

. 1664 90.56

i

106.5 18.27 9.13 '4 2.23

(4)

'

CAPITAL-
IZATION

3. 1628. 100.00 23 107.6 . ' ,6.66 4.39 1.32.1

5
.

1794 100.0b ,

106.8
L

15.59

.

6.08 1.71
r /

7 4 1703 100.00 1(). 105.8 .35 7.63

. Air

2.28
9 1664 90:58 106.5 16.27 . . 9.19

(5)

PUNCTUATIO:.

1628 100.00 23 107.6- -16:66 . 4.53
4

1.46

5 1794 100.00 23 , ' 106.8 15.59 6.01 1.68

7 1703 .100.00
31/0

, 105.8 C 14.35 1.47 2.01

9 1664 90.56 4 106.5 16.27 9.07 2.26

* AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.-

** NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 197.4 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.

t STANDARD AGE SCORE.-1SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST,
NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION.

THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM
GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5,. 7, AND 9 ARE 1001 NATIONAL SD 16.

tt GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) 'DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE

NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 1.7, 5.7, 7.7, AND 9.4, VARYING SLIGHTLY

FOP. EACH SKILL AREA.
0
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HOWARD COUNTY 3

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE. STANDARD AGE SCORE),
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQKVALENCE)i.

BY SKILL AREAS

(CONTINUED)

-..

SKILL
AREAS

(/)

.GRADE

(2)

NUMBER OF
STUD,E) 'S
ENROLLED *

(3)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED **

.

(4)

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

(5)
AVERAGE
STANDARD

AGE
I,

SCORE
(SAS) f

(6)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD).

(7)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
(GE) it

) (8)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(6)

LANGUAGE
USAGE

3 1628 100.00P 23 . 107.6 16.66 .4.29 1.42

5 1794 100.00 23 i 106.8 15.59 6.12 1.73

7 1703 100.00 10 105.8 14.35 7.58 2.03

11664 90.56 6 106.5

r

16.27 9.08 2.24

p

(7)

LANGUAGE
, TOTAL

3

.

1626 100.00 23 . 107.6\ 16.66 4 .46 1.25

5 1794 100.00 23

!

105:13 15.59 5.08 . 1.53

7 1703. 100.00 10 105.8 14.35 7.57 , 1.77

9 1664 90.56 6 106.5 16.27
t

9.12 2.03

(8)

MATHEMATICAL
CONCEPTS

3 1628 100.00 23 107.6 16.66 4.04 1.01

5
.

,1794
L--

100.00 23 14.13, 15.59 6.15 1.48

7 1703 100.00 10 1,0.5.8 14.35 '7.75 1.67

9 1664 90.56 6 f 106.5 16.27 9.28 1.97

(9)

MATHEMATICAL
PROBLEMS

, ..

3 1628 --. 100.00 23 .107.6 16.66 3.90 1.11

5 1794 100.00 23 105.8 15.59 5.78 1.36

7 1703

.

100.00 10 105.8 14.35
.

7.48 . 1.59

9 b 1664 90.56 106.5 16.27 1.92 1.88

4110)

MATHEMATICAL
TOTAL

3 1628 100.00
.

,23
1

107.6 16.66 3.97 1.01

5 1794 100.00 23 106.8 , 15.59 5.96 1.34

F

7 1703 100.00 10 105.8 . 14.35 7..62 ' 1.54

9 1664 90.56
I

6 . 106.5 16.27 9.10 1.82
4

* AS_OF. 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.

** NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.

t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS.) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES.TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION.
THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 1001 NATIONAL SD 16.

ff GRADE EQVIVALENCE (GEI DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE
NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, 9.4, VARYING SLIGHTLYFOR EACH SKILL AREA.
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(ATHOLTON 'SWANSFIELD)

\
T -ABLE 3, SCHOOL LEVEL--COMMUNITY AND 'PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCESPROFILE*

. 0
i .

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
PERCENT PERCENT

PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN

. TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE YEA STAFF. GRADE' SCHOOL RPM/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENC MASTER'S DISAD- EDUCA.. FAMILYORGANI.. ENROLL- STAFF ATTEN DEGREE VAN- TION OF INCOMETEACHER' ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.
ZATION MENT RATIO DANCE OR ABOVE TAGED MOTHER ($) '

SCHOOL NAME (1) (2) (3) (4) '(5), (4) (7) (8) j9) (10) (11) (12)

ATHOLTON K 459 22.4 96.5 18,5 2.0 11' 17.3

BRYANT WOODS 450 20.5 96.6 20.0 2.0 7.9 12..0

CENTENNIAL LANE K -5. 411 24.2 96.2 '15.0 6.2 .15.0
.

CLARKSVILLE ELEM K-I 554 21.7 96.1 23.5 /
/
2.0 9.5 15.8

ELKRIDGC K-5 496 .1 95.1 26.5 1.0 8.7 32.0

ELLICOTT CITY ELEM K-5 330 18.9 96.6 15/.5 2.0 10.2 23.5

FAULKNERRIDGE K-5 336 2S.4 95.4 ;4.0 1.0 9.7f 24.0

V

GUILFORD K-5 .291 26.2 93.8 16.0 2.0 7.2 17.5

HVi0ND ELEM K-5 447 21.0 96.5. '19.3 2.0 9.9 14.1

LISBON K-5 568 23.2 9542 23.5 1.0 10.1 11.0
4

'LONGFELLOW K."5 520 23.6 95.9 20.0 2.0 7.7 14.0

0

NORTHFIELD K-5 n 433 16.q -971 25.0 2.0 6.5 25.0

PHELPS LUCK K-5 578 23.6 96.6 22.5 2.0 5.4 15.5

ROCKLAND K-5 442 18.8 9111.2 21.5 2.0 7.7 13.7

RUNNING BROOK 'K-5 370 21.1 96.1 15.5 2.0 5.1 13.5

44%,

ST JOHNS LANE K.5 569 23.2 96.2 22.5 2.0 9.7 27.7

*STEVEN'S' FOREST 516 24.6 96.7 19.0 2.0 3.6 11.0

SWANSFIELD K-5 ' 444 21.1 95.7 19.0 2.0 4.2 20.5

* SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.
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29.3 0.8 12.6 15680.0.

27.3 1.0 14.7 15218.0

29.4 4.1 12.3 14696.0

27.5 1.2 e 12.4 15301.Q

.

23.3. 4.6 11'.7 11385.0
3

17.1 '''' 6.6 12.3 12264.0

40.0 0.0 14.1 1529310

38.9 7.6 11.8 ' 11029.0

28.2 6.0 12.3 13775.0

24.5 9.1 12.0 11416.0

27.3 0.0 14.8 15198.0

22.2 3.2 12.3 14586.0

18.4 1.5 12.6 13948.0

19.1 12.8 12.1 13436.0

34.3 0.9 14.8 15196.0

it

32.7 .4.6 12.4 15950.0

23.1 2.6 15668.0

28.6 0.0 13.2 15421.0

.4



(ATHOLTON .SWANSFIELD)

HOWARD COUITY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

TABLE 4. RELATION-OF ACHIEsPEMENT ,T(1 MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL,

AREAS, 'WITH NONVERM_AL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLEDt,

VOCABULARY

SKILL AREAS
+44

0*****

READING COMPREHENSION
LANGUAGE TOTA3 NATHEmATICAL TOTAL

- AIHOLTON

SCHOOL uAME.

EIRONT WOO. S

aiNTENNIAL LANE

CLARKSVILLE ELEM

ELKRIOAC

ELLICOTT CITY BUM

AULK4F.R RIDGE

GUILP040

HAMMOND SLIM

LISBON

LONGFELL0*.

NORTHFIELD

PHtLPS LUCA

GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY- WEEP- AVERAGE; MARY,.

LAND ENCE LAND

5A5. GE NORM GE NORM:

3 111.9 4.40 , 4.29 +.11

S 111:6 6.44 6,16 $.213

3 109.3
5 111.4

4.34.' 4.22 +.12 4,45 4.29 +.16

6.61 6.25 +.56 6.74 6.27 +.47

3. 110.5
4.18 4.19 ..01 4.21 4.28 -.07 4.43

b 106.6 5.46 5.77 +.21' 5.96 5.79 +.16 6.10

3 108.9 4.06 4.11 '..05 4.01 .., 4.18 -.17- 4.55

b 109.3 5.58 5.98 ...40 5.81 5.98 ...17' 6.03 ...

3 102.7 3.58 3.70 -.12 3.56 '. 3.77 *.21" 3.02

5 103.1 5.21 5.38 -.17 5.16
.

5.46 -.31 5.14

A

3 103.6 3.60 3.78 4.02 3.88 3.65. 4.03 4.36

S 106.5 5.68 5.65 +,00 5.72 5.74 ...-+-02 5.54

.

';''.

3 105.3 3.99 4.14 -.15 40
4

5 4.21 *4124-,

,

4.14

b 108.0 6.19 6.00 4.19 5.46 6.01 041 6.19

5 96.7 3.00
b 97.8 4.36

4 105.1
5 104.7

3.47 2.65 3.53 -.15

5.53 -.67 4.39 5.11 '..72

4.27 4,05 +.22 . 4,25 4.13

6.17 5.61 4.56 5.69 6.65

+.

4.50 4.38 '+.12 .4.65

6.35 6.16 +.19 6.30

3' 96.5 3.89 Sat +.53 3.56 3.39 tog! 4.P9

b. 101.5 6.51 4.30 +.21 5.47 5.37 C4f10 1.76

3 112.1 4.63 4.35 +.25 .4.76 4.47 +.28 ..4.13

5 109.5 t.67 6.14 4.51 .6.72 6.15 +.57 6.76

S 109.3 4.0A 4.12 -,04 4.00 4.21 -.21 4.53 %

b 110.9 6.37 6.05 '4; +.32 6.11 6.08 +.03 6.49 1

.5 109.3 4.41 4.13 4.20 4.36 4.22 t.14 4.54

'5 109,6 5.99 5.96 +.03. 6.00 '. .6.00 +.00 6.19

ROCKLAND S 105,0 3.96 3.86 +.10
.

4..03 3.93 +.10. 4.13

5 103.8 5.62 5.53 .29 5.98 5.57 +.41 5.. 74

.
RONNLIG BROOK 3 114.2 4.67 .4,50 ,P.17 4.35'i 4.60 ' -.22 4.67

5 102.8 6.13 5.70 +.43 5.72-' 5.70 +.02 6.21

ST JOHNS LANE '3 111.3 4.28 4.25 +.03 4.51 4.33 +.15 5.12

5 108.1 6.11 5.92 +.19 6.07 5.91 +.16 6.63

STEVEN'S FORESTr. 3 110.3 4.21 4.20 +.01 4.54 4.28 ,+.26 4.57

"5 106.3 6.19 5.81 +.36 6.15 5.81 +.34 5.07

'SWANSFIELD 3 109.5 4.23 4.17 . +.06 4.45, 4.25 +.20 4.69

5, 108.9 6.11 6.00 +.11 6.17 J 6.01 +.16 6.15

DIFFER* AVERAGE
ENCE

f.E

4,12
4.04

4.74
6.77

3.401,
4.60

&WM
1,06

,
,

SEE CHAPTER 4.0 SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION 00 ASTERISK

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

p
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MARY DIPPER- AVERAGE MARY.. OTPFE4..

LAND... EKE LAND ENCE

NORM GE NORM

4.59 -.16 4.00 4.20

5.95 +.15 ' 5.77 5.98

4.45 ....It 5.57_ 4.12

6.15 -...12 6.15 6.17

4.14 *.19 3.38 '3477

-.49 5.11 5.67
5.63

I .
'4.14 4.14. 4.03 3,43

-.-.6.47 -.03 5.66 5.91

.4.51 -.37 3.90 4.11

6.03 +.07 6.04 6.07

4.68 -.03 4.20 4.20

6.31 -.01 6.37 6.33

3.75 +.54 3.4A 3.46

5.52 +.24 5.29 5.46

4.76 +.17 4.49 4.30

6.12 4.66 6.79 6.17

4'52 +1514 3.65 4.15

6424 +.25 6.05 6.26

4.53 +.01 4.19 4.13

6.13 +.06 5.96 6.15

4.26 +.07 3.94 3.91

5.73 +.01 5.78 5.76

4.59 -.22 4.35 4.41

5.66 +.55 5.92 5.73

4.64 +.45 4.41 4.25

6.08 ,+.55 6.27 6.11

4.59 -.02 3.98 4.20

5.95 +.50 5.95 5.98

4.55 +.14 4.15 4.16

6.11 +.24 6.25 6.14

(*)

4.59 +.15 4.40 4.16

6.25' +.5? 6.10 6.29

3.55 -.46 3.21 306
5.26 -.66 4147 8.31

4.48 4.27 4.49

5.79 4.44 6.37
AP

4.07
5.83

-.08
+04

., +.24
+.50

-.20
-.21

-.25
-.02

*139
-.56

+.20 /
...251-

.
,

J
+.21
-.03

-"en

+.0t
4.64

+.02
-.27

+.06
.17

+.03
4.02

-.06
4.19

+.16
+.16

-.22
-.03

-.01
+.11

AIM



tAHULTnN SWANSFIELD)

HOWARO COUNTY
tCHOOL SYSTEM

-

SCHOOL NAME

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND iiORMS , 'hY SKILLAREAS, WITH NONVERliAL ARILITY AND SO.CIOECONOMIC STATUSSTATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*

SKILL AREAS .

.

VOCABULARY %. , READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL
- .. ,

. AGRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY.. ... OTFRER. LAND ErCE LAND ENCE' '.. LANG ENCE LAND : EMCE. 5A5 GE NORM 6E NORM BE ''NORM GE NORM .

ATHOLTON

BRYANT W0005

CUITENNIAL LAN.\

3 111.9 4.40
5 .111.6. 6.44

-.

3 109.3 4.34
5111..46.81

"...

'3 110.5 4.16
5 106.6 ' 5.98

_

C ARKSVILLE ILEA: 3
5

108.9
109.3

4.06
508

ELKRIUDE 3 102.7 3.68
5 .103.1 . 5.21

ELLICOTT CITY ELEM 3 103:6 3.60
5 6.5 5.68

FAULKNFR NUM. 3 108.3 3.99
-15 108.0' 6.19

'GUILFORD 3 85.7 3.004-
'5 97.8 4.36

HAMMOND ELEM .5 .108.1 4.27
5 104.7 6.17

1.1580N J 96.5 3.89
5 101.5 5.51

.

LON04LOG 3 112.1 4.63,
5 109.5 6.67

Nui.THF/E10., 3 109.3 408
5 110.9 6.37

PHELPS LUCK 1 09.3 4.41
5 109.6 5.90

ROcKLA40. 3 105.0 3.96
5 103.8 5.82,"

RUNNING BROOK 3 114.2 4.67
5 102.8 c,,,,,q

ST JOHNS LANE 3 111.3 4.28
5 108 6.11

STeveAls FOREST, 3 110.3 4.2/
164105.3 6019

swANsinlo 3 1094 )1r40.23
5 108.9 6.11

4.22
5.73

. 4.11
5.97

3.72
. 5.43

3.77
5,113,5,1`/3

C 4.08
5.85

1.46
4.98

'4.06
5:57

3.32
5.30

4.32
. 5.98

4.14
6.10

4.14
5.99

3.86
5.49

.

4.45
5.41

4.27
5.86

4.20
5.71

4.15
5.93

+.09
4.28

+.20
'+.66

t

/
,...04

4.25

-.05
-.39

.,14

7.22

+.43
7.05

...00
t 4.34

. -

7.46
-.62

%

+.21
+.66

-- +.57
+.21

+.31
+.69

-.06
+.27

+.27
+.00

+.10
+.33

1

+.22
+.72
.

*.Di
A.25

+.01
4.90

+.00
+.15

4.50
e.35

4.45
6.74

.

,4.21
15.95
.

'..

4.01
5.81

3.56
5.15

3.88
5.72

4.09
5.96

2.65
4.39

4.25
509

3.86
5.47

4.75
6.72

4.00
6.11

4.36
6.00

*.03
5.98

.....

4.3W
5.74

4.51
6.07

4.55
6.15

4.45
6.17

.

4.39,
6.17

. .

4.22
6.16

4.30
5.77

,

,,.. 4.19

5.99

3.74
5.49
,..6

3.84
5.76

4.15
5.88

3.51
5.06

4.14
5.62

3.37
5.36

4.40
6.00

4..11g

6.12

4.22
6.01

3.93
5.54

.

4.64 4
5:46

4.35
5.89

4.29
5.75 ,

4.23
5.96

.

+.11
+.18

,

+.23
t.58

-.09
4.14

7.44
-.15

-.22
1.1,34

+.04
7.04

7.06
+.0&,t

-.86
-.67

+.11
4.07 \

+.49
#.11

+.35
+.12 ,

-.22
-.01

+.14
-.01

.

+.10
.1,44

a

-.16
+.26

+.16
+.18

'+.25
+.40

+.22
4.21

4.65'
6.30..

4.74
.6.77

4.43,
6.10

'4154
',,§..a.,3

3.02
5.14

4.16
5.54

P

4,.(4
6.10

'3.40 a
4%60 .

4.72 ,"
6.28

4.29
5.76

4.93
6.78

4.43
6.49

t.54
6.19

4.5S
4.14

4.67
6.21

5.12
6.63

4.57
4.97

4.69
6.15 .

4.69
6130

', 4.53.
6.28

4.60
S:92

-.-

4.50
6.120

4.12
5.65

4.17
5.91

4.47
6.03

-t-

3.87
5.25

4.45
5.74

3.73
S.53

4.70
1,6.14

4.53
6.25

4.53
6.15

.

4.26
5.71

403
5.63

4.65.
6.03"

4.59
5.90

4.54
6.09

7.04
+.00

,

+021
+449

-.17
+.16

7.12
-.00

7.213
7.51.

'4.14,
-.07

7.33
n4,07

-.47
7.65

4.27
+.50

+.56
+.2\

+.25
+.64

+.00
+.24

+.01
+.04

'+.07
+.03

-.160
4.55

+.47
+.60

-.02
+.07

+.15
+.26.

-

4.20
6.37

4.40
6.89

4.00
5.77

4

0.47
6.15

3.38
5.11

4.03
5.66

..,

3.00
6.04

3.21
4.57

4.04
6.37

3.48
5.20

4.49
6.79

3.54
6.05

4.19
5.9A

. ,

3.04
5.78

4.35
5.92

4.41
6.27

3.98
5.95

4.15
6.25

.

,

.

.

,

f

4.28
6.32

-

4.14
6.31

4.2.2

5.95

4.12
6.15

',

3.78
5.69

,
4
.

3.83
'5.94,

.

4:59
6.06

3.561.-

5.30

4.04
5.81

3.44
5.57

4.29
6.17

4.14
6.27

4.14
6.17

3.91
5.74

.

4.41
5.67

4.25
6.06

4.20
5.93

4.15
6.12

,,,

,
-.06
7.05

+.26
+.18 4.

7.21
7.18-

7.251
+.00

-,10
-.5e

+.20
7.2d"

-.19
-.02.

-.35
7.43 .

+.01

+.56

+.04
7:28

+.20
+.62

-.26
-.22

+.05
-.19

+.03
+.04

....08

+.25

+.16
+.21

-.22
4.02

+.00
+.13

-':-.

4 SEE CHAPTER 4. SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS Or
TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (0)ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

*
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(TALBOTT SPRINGS.- WILDE LAKE)

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL-- COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

PERCEAk 1 PERCENT
PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN 1.TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS STAFF

GRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S DISAD- EDUCA- FAMILY
ORGAN I-
ZATION

ENROLL-
MENT

STAFF
RATIO

ATTEN
DANCE

DEGREE
OCABOVE

VAN-
TAGED

TION OF
MOTHER

INCOME
(A)TEACHER -ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.

SCHOOL NAME (1.) (2) (31 (41 (5). 16) (71 (el 191 (101 (11) (12)
'a

TALBOTT SPRINGS K-5 336 19.8
. .

94.8 15.0 2.0 2.6 10.5 171.6 1.0 12.6 14338.0

0
THUNDER HILL K-5 540 23.5 97.1 21.0 2.0 4.9 18.5 13.0 1.5 12.6 13948.0

.WATERLOO K-5 338 17.8 95.0 17.0 2.0 7.7 15.3 21.1 4.7 12.1 12650.0

. "

WEST FRIENDSHIP X-5 599 23.0 95.5 24.0 2.0 7.8 15.3 28.8 5.2 12.1 12479.0
e

WHISKEY BOTTOM RD K-5 404 21.1 94.5 19.5 2.0 7.1 13.5 23.3 8.8 11.7 10347.0
0

1 -
CLARKSVILLE MIDDLE 6-8 393 16.4 96.3 22.0 2.0 10.5 20.0 37.5 0.8 It4 15387.0

DUNLOGGIN MIDDLE 070 442 18.4 97.0 22.0. 2.0 5.4 18.7 33.3
3...f.

12.3 14690.0

ELLICOTT CITY HID 6-8
A

507 f 18.2
.

95.5 25.9 2.0 9.5 22.5 28.7 6.2 12.3 127016.0

GLENWOOD MIDDLE 6.8 705 21.4 95.0 31.0 2.0 8.3 12.0 24.2 7.2 ,12_.1 12348.0

HAMMOND MIDDLE 68 542 18.1 94.7
.

28.0 2.0 -` 5.1 11.3 23.3 5.5 12.3 12767.0
.."

HARPERS CHOICE MID 6-8 415 95.1 22.0 2.0 6.8 ' 22.5. 25.0 0.9. '14.4 15259.017.3

\X,..... . o
'OAKLAND MILLS MID 6 -8 5%9 19.3 96.5 28.0 2.0 7.2 21.5 33.3 1.3 * 12.5 14726.0

t

'7.7PATAPSCO MIDDLE 6-8 590 17.9 96.7 31.0 2.0 7.2 13.0 30.1 12.3 148560

a

WATERLOO MIDDLE 6'0 ..40 20.0 93.5 30.0. 2.0 7.6 16.6 37.5 5.3 * 11.8 11160.0

4 4
WILDE LAKE MIDDLE 6-0 476 19.0 95.0 23.0 2.0 5.'9 22.5 20.0 1.2 13.4 15220.0

A

ATHOLTON HIGH .'9 -12 1090 21.6 93.3 47.5 1.0 8.8 15.2 39.6 6.0 '12.2 17813.0

I
GLENELG HIGH 9-12 898 20.2 93.6 41.5 3.0 11.1 15.8 40.4 7.0 12.1 12563.0

.

HOWARD HIGH 9-12 1335 21.2. 91.6 60.0 3.0 11.7 15.0 39.7 5.9 ' 12.1 11881.0
D

,
MT HEBRON 9-12 1263 Z2.4 93e4 54.3 2.0 7.7 14.0 46.1 7.1 . 12/3 14810.0

/
. .

OAKLAND MILLS HIGH 9-12 486 16.2 92.8 27.0 3.0 '8.2 17.2 46.7 0.7 '12.7 15125'.0

WILDE LAKE HIGH 9-12 1105 19.7 85.2 53.1 3.0 6.5 14.8 31.2 2.2 .' 13.4 . 15079.0

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TEP4S.
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(TALTIOTT SPR1(4GS - WILDE LAKE)

HOwAHU COO .Ty
SCHOOL SYSTEM

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLED*

SKILL AREAS

5OaunL MANE GRAUL AVERAGE

. 5A5

VOCABULARY

AVERA6E

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

4E411)145 COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL

02FFEm.. AVERAGE MARY- OIFFER- AVERAGE MARY. DIFFER.. AVERAGE MARY.

E. CE LAW ENCE a LANG FHCE LAND

GE NORM, ' .
GE NORM GE NORM

TOTAL'

DIFFER..
EwcE

TALBOT SV4IN65 3 01.5 3.80 3.69 4.14 3.77 3,73 .04 3.48 4.06 ...OA 3.64 3.74 -.10

S 105.1 5.81 5.6e% ..13 5.84 5.70 .13 5.01 5.83' .0A 5.'07 +.00

THuNUL4 H1LL 3 114.6' 4.43 4.43 ..04 4.57 4.55 4.02 4.467., 4.85 -.26 4.14 4.40 -.26

5* 110.5 6.27 6.02 .25 6.39 6.06 4.33 6.50 6.19 .31 6.38 6.21 .17

t

WA/1'41.40 3 103.6 4.04 1.78 .26 3.90 3.04 ,4.06 4.14 4.18 4.16 3.113 3.53 A0
S 103.7 5.13 5.60 -.37 5.09 5.55 -.46 4.12 5.70 -.55 05.16 9.74 -.58

WEST FmIEI.JSHI 3 100.0 '''' 4.14 4.02 .02 4.34 4:12 .18 4.46 4.44 .32 4.41 4.45 .06

S 107.4 5.99 5 73 ..26 0.12 5.00 .32 6.41 5.94 .57
o

6.42 5.97 .45

WHISKEY BOTTOM AD 101.5 3.14 3.62 -.44 3.20 3.70 -.50 '3.45 '4.05 -.60 5.33 3.70 -.37

5 102.4 5.24 5.30 -.06 5.25 5.40 -.15 5.46 5.55 -.09 5.07 5.59

CLARASVILLt MILOLE 7 107.2 7.8A 7.67 .31 7.60 7.63 ...01 7.A3 7.68 ..15 7.95 7.0n .05

WiaLobnia 41DoLE 7 108.0. 0.08 7.73 .!5 7.97 -7.69 .28 8.0
..2

7.;71 ..47 7.75 7.95 -.28

. .

ELLIC07r CITY ¶10 7 106.9 7.49 7.55 .06 7.45 7.54' .04 7.44 7.54 -.10 9.62 7,77 +.15

GLLN4000 HivaLL 1 10.0 7.21 7.2S -.04 /as . 7.26 -.01 7.32 7.30 *OP 7.59 7.50 4.09

HA'4MN4n MIJULG 7 10.7 7.62 7.21 ..4n 7.57 7.23 .34 7.'6 . 7.28 4A 7.53 7..47 .06
0

tHA,PEN6 CWICL MIL) 7 107.0 7.86 7.63 PI 7.63/ 7.59 .04 7.40 7.57" 4.23 7.71", 7.6A .05

OAKLAW. miLLs jrA 7 108.8 7.81 7.81 ..in 7.83 7.76 4.07 7.69 7.77 -.05 7.70 -.30

,

PRIAPsCO NIUDLL t 06.8 7.57 7.62 -.ns 7.55 .7.584. -.03 7.01 7.63 ..20 1 7.73 7.85 -.12

WAIERLOOMIDOLL 7 100.1 6.77 '6.53 -.06 6.36 6.87 -.ni 6.73 6.96 -.23 6 7.85 7.14 -.09

c.
WILDE !IKE MIDDLE 7 107.7 8.00 . 7.61 .19 7.80 7f56 .32 7.48 7.54 .34 7..78 ' 7.63 ..15.

ATHOLT4N H0H 9 102.9 8.:77 4.76 +.01 A.62 8.54 4.0A M.O. 0.63 -.47 8.77 5.A1 ...044

o
A

GL4NELG (11.84 9 107.2 9.l1 9.15 -.01 0.22 9.03 4.19 9.99 8.99 #.10 r 9.38 9.26 .12

HOAHLI 11168 9 104,8 6.73 4.46 -.15 A.A0 ' 8.74. .06 4.04 A.74 ;.+.3n 8.76. A.95 -.22

1,141 HEunciil 9 011.3 . 9.73 9.30, 4.35 9.57 9.22 1 4.38 9440 9.20 .20 9.58 9.45 .13

OAKLAND/mILLS aIGH 9 07.3' 9.45 ' 4.13 9.4 31 9.09 '.22 9013 9.12 +.21 9.22 0.33 -.11
,9.32 r

.

WILDE LAKE HIGH
9 105.8 9.17 9.47- .ln 9,48 9.21 4.27 9.36 9.21 ..15 9.03 9.44 ...41

1

4., SEE CHAPTEA 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FDA DEFINITIONS 'CIF TEAMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTER/5K 140

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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(TAU.t. RINGS WILDE LAKE),

HOWARD COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

TABLE 5. RELATION OF. CHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL'
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATU
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY . READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL
.SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY.. WEER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY-LAND FACE LAND ENCE LANDSAS OE NORM GE NORM OE NORM

TALBOTT SPRINGS 3 101.5 3.88 3.64 +.24 3.77 3.70 +.07 3.98 4.045 105.1 5.81 5.60 +.21 5.83 5.65 +.18 5.91 5.81

THuNUER HILL 3 114.6 4.43 4.45 -.05 4,57 4.57 +.00 4.59 4,565 110.5 6.27 6:07 4,20 6.39 6.09 4.'50 6.50 6.22

WAIERLOO 3 103'.6 4.04 3.77 +.27 3.90 3.84 +.06 4.34 4.175 103.7 5.13 5.48 -.35 5.09 5.54 -.45 5.12 5.70.._

WEST FRILAJSHIF 3 105.0 4.14 4.06 on 4.30 4.13 -4.17 W.96 4.455 107.4 5.99 5.80 +.19 6.12 3.83 4.29 6.51 5.98

WHISKEY BOTTOM RD 3 101,5 3.18 3.64 -.46 3.20 3.70 -.50 3.45 4.045 102.4 5.24 5.37 -.13 5.25 5.43 -.11 5.46 5.60

CLARKS9ILLL MIGOLE 7 107.2 7.98 7.61 ...57 7.60 7.58 4.02 7.65 7.59

0U14.0081N 4100LE 7 108.0 . 8.08 7.69 +.39 7.97 7.66 4.51 8.18 7.66

ELLICUTT CITY m10 7 106.4 7.49 7.57 -.OA 7.45 7.55 -.10 7.44 7.57

GLENwu00 MIDDLE 7 104.0 7.21 7.25 -.04 7.25 7.26 -.01 7.32 7.31.

HAoMONO MWOLE 7 103.7 it.6'2. 7.22 ..48 7.57 % 7.23 +.34 7.36 728

HARREAc CHOICE ,410 7 107.8 .7.86 7.67 +.19 7.63 . 7.04 -.01 7.80 7.64

OAKLAMO MILLS MID ' 7 108.8 7.91, 7.78 +.13 7.53 7.74 4.09 . 7.69 7.75'

PATAPSCO MIDDLE 7 106.8 7.57 7.56 k 4.01 7.56 7.54 4.01- 7.91 7.56

WATERLOO MIDDLE 7 107.1 6.77 6.85 +.06 6.86 6.87. -.01 6.73 6.96
i

WILDE LAKE. MIDDLE 7 107.7 8.00 7.66 +.34 7.55, 7.63 +.25 , ii88 7.64
.

AIHOLT0N HIGH CO 102.9 8.77 8.70 ..07 8.62 8.54 +.08 8.56 5.60

4EENELO 'dull 9 107.2 9.14 9;19 4.05 9.22 9.05 +.17 9.09 9.02 ,

.HOwAllo MIGH 9 104.8 11.73 4.91 -.18 8.80 0.77 +.03 0.04 8.78
..MT HEuMON 9 108.3 9.73 9.31 +.42 9.57 9.15 +.39 9.40 *9.13

OAKLAND MILLS HIGH 9 107.3 9:45 9.20 ++05 9.31 9.06 +.25 9.13 9.03

WILDE LAKE HIGH 9 105.5 9.77 9.37 ..40 9.48 9.24 4..24 9.36 9.18

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

GF

-.06 3.64
+.10 5.87

4.14
+.25° 6.38

+.17 3.83
-.58 5.16

#.51 4.11
+.53 6.42

-.59 3.33
-.14 5.07

+.24 7.95

+.52 7.75

-.13 7.62

+.01 7.59

+.08' 7.53

4.11 7.73

-.04 7.70

+.35 7173

-.23 7.05

+.24 7.78

-.04 8.77

+.07 9.38

+.26 8.76

+.27 . 0.80

+.30- 9.22

+.18 9.03

MARY-
LAND
NORM

3.71
5.84

4.43
6.24

3.83
5.74

4.07
6.01

3.71
5.64

7.82

7.89

7.79

7.52

7.49

707

7.97

7.78

7.16

7.87

8.81

9.28

...-

9.02

9.40

9.29

9.45

DIFFER..
ENCE

-.07
+.03

-.29
+.14

4.00
-.58 *

+.04
+.41

-.35
11

+.13

-.14

.=.17

+.07

4-.04

...14

-.27

- -.05

-.11

-.09

-.04

+.10

-.26

4.18

-.07

-.42
t. SEE CHAPTER 4$ SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (A)ACCOMPANYING DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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LOCAL SCHOOL SYSTEM LEVEL--ACCOUNTABILTY ASSESSMENT INFORMATION

4.15 KENT COUNTY

School System Goals and Ohjectives

A. General. Having now.completed the first year of Maryland'

Accountability Assessment program, the citizens of Kent County hpve

many reasons to be pleased with the testing information. During the

past several years many of the' instructional programs have been

revamped and improved, and it is apparent that our students are

profiting from these changes. Students in every grade and school

tested did very well when compared to other students with similar

ability throughout the State. It is extremely gratifying to note

these high scores, especially in reading comprehension and other

communication skills. Looking at all Kent County Schools, reading

comprehension, language and vocabulary scores show an average of 4

from one-half to one grade level above similar schools in Maryland.

Mathematics scores range from being at grade level, ,as expected, to

mare than one-half grade level above the average of similar schools

in the State.

Although today's modern school systemis asked, to teach,

many areas outside of the basic skills, in Kent County. there is an

obvious cOntinued stress on the fundamentals of reading, writing

and mathematics. These basic skills ate measured by the Iowa Tests

of Basic Skills.. Reading, as one of the most important communication

skills, is taught through the use of three, different basal reader

programe. We use different programs for various types of learners.

For example,, the Harper and Row publisher's Design for Reading program

relates reading to mathematics, science and soc4411,studies for
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children, who are having,difficulty with this skill. This is
done to interest students and provide a stimulation to wantto
read. This program, as in the other reading programs of Kent

dif County, expands the student's vocabulary with words and.under-
'. standings needed to be successful in normal living.' Many students

learn to read more effectively through the use of the sounds of
the language. All ofoour reading programs emphasize phonics skills
as well as other approaches. Reading is taught formally as a separate
subject through the elementary and middle school grades. Many
students continue to receive daily reading instruction through
the tenth grade; plans are underway to continue to emphasize ithis
'skill development through high school for those 'students who need

ti

A signifipant part of each Kent County student's day.is
spent in learning how to write, spell, punctuate and use our
language. Several excellent programs have been adopted,-all of
which have contributed to the fine scdn'S'earned in the Language
section of the Iowa Test. The spelling program, for example,
provides all students with one thousand essential words, while
more able students will be-able to spell in excess of five thbdiand
words before completing the 'eighth grade.

One of the criticisms heard of many school systeds is
that they are not teaching enough addition, subtraction,4Avision,
and multiplication basics. Many feel that "modern math" may not
be supplying boys and girls with these fundamental skills so
necessary,irClife. To meet this challenge, Kent County has recently
adopted the Holt4ichool Mathematics program. This prograth focuses
on 'the student's mastery of basic'addition, subtraction, division,
and multiplication

. skills. Word problems and soldtion skills are
emphasized at every grade level. Sufficient advanced and independent
work is also available in 4 series to stimulate even the most rapid
learners. Perhaps, most important of all, the textbooks are organized
`so that each student may progress at his own pace.

Theteadhing staff is optimistic that these programs,
and otherS not mentioned, will provide students with a strong
educational background. We intend to continue to seek better
programs and teaching methods, with the knowledge thatthe citizens
of Kent County want the finest quality of education;

The staff, of each individual school is now busy
re-examining the educational objectives they feel are needed to
assure that students learn all necessary skills. Teachers must
-be able to measure whether these objectives have been reached so
that curriculum improvements can continue to e made. This is
proving to be an exciting activity because it requires that
teachers ask first what is the essential lear ing that students
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need to'master_,..-Then they must proceed with the development

of appropz-i-afb objectives. These objectives will include

practical knpwledge aA well as traditional formal learning.

For example, elementary schools have included the, need for a

fourth grade student, when seeing ten different directional

signs, to be able to show that he understands all of them.

Giventhe price of similar consumer products, a fifth grade

student should be able to fill out an income tax form

accurately, legibly and with appropriate information. There

are many other examples of important practical learning that

schools must1.teach. We feel that this process of evaluation

will help to make our curriculum. more meaningful to students

and extend it far beyond those skills measured by the Maryland

Assessment Program.

B. Kent County School System Goals. $ased upon the

State=wide Goals in Reading, Writing and Mathematics, adopted

by the Maryland State Board of Education', Kent County has

developed the. following Local-System Goals:

In Reading, each student should be able to:

1.A. Identify persbnal purposes for using print

and nonprint materials. '

1.B. Select froM a wide variety of available print

A and nonprint materials those which are suitable

both in content and level of difficulty.

2.A. Demonstrate that a word recognition system
has been mastered.

fr

2.B. Pronounce words instantly and to identify their

appropriate meanings.

3.A. Demonstrate the ability to comprehend appropriate

reading materials.

3.B. Ask-appropriate questions aboqt the content being

discussed or read and to find reasonable answers
based on his knowledge and experience.

4.A. Demonstrate the ability to follow directions.

4.B. Demonstrate the ability to locate references.

m. 4.C. Demonstrate the ability to obtain information.

4.D. Understand .and utilize appropriate forms.

313
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4.E. Demdnstrate the ability to utilize print
and nonprint materials for persbnak,reading
habit development.

5. Demonstrate an interest in readkng a variety
of materials for personal enjoyment and .

knowledge.

, In Writinge,each student shoUld be able to:

1.A. Record his own thoughts and feelings-so that
--- -he can understand and use what he has written.

Communicate his thought's and feelings to others
in writing, observing accepted conventions of
writing.

2.A. Use the writing procets6-to respond to the' ''
obligations and demands of society in vocational
and businessasituations, observing accepted

* conveqions of writing. P

2.B. Use the writing process to respond to the
obligations and demands of society in scholastic
situations, observing accepted Conventions of
writing.

2.C. Use the writing process to respond to the
obligations and demands of society in a social
situation, observing accepted conventions of writing.

3. Value his writing according to the extent.it
meets personal, social, businesq,vocational and
scholastic needs.

In Mathematics, each student should be able to:

1.A. Demonstrate the ability to Count.

1.B. Identify mathematical symbols and to recall
mathematical facts and definitions.

1.C. Identify and to.describe some of the common
geometric shapes.

2..A. Perform the basic operations of addition,
subtraction," multiplication and division.

.2.B. Demonstrate the ability to solve simple equations
and inequalities.

2.C. Understand the concept of measurement and to J.,ise
basic m suring devices.
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3 -;A- Understand the concepts and operationi o
whole numbers,, fractiOns, and decimals.-.

a

3.B. Understand and use the concept of percent4/
ratios and proportions.-

.3.C. Demonstrate an-understanding' ofthe Concepts
associated with the use'of graphs, charts and

tables.

3.D. Demonstraten understanding of.mathematical
concepts and processes by translating from
words to mathematical'symbols and from mathe-
matical symbols to words.

4. D monstrate the skills; knowledge and logic
eded to solve problems.

5.A.R cognize the existence of a,problem and to
d a solution.

5.B.. Un rstand and use the current systems of

mea urement.
tt.k,

6.A. Recognize the contributions that mathematics
has made to the progress of. civilizaticm.

6.B. Recoghize the importance of mathematics in
daily life. _

6.C. Participate in the learning of matheMatics
beyond that which is merely required.
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COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILEt

A. COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS

(1)

TOTAL
POPULATION

x
(2)

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME

(3) )

PERCENT
DISADVANTAGED --

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN -.:

4
16.146 $7.636

. ''30.0

(4)
x

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
. . MALES 25 YEARS '

OF, AGE OR OLDER
(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

.

(i)
0

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
FEMALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

'MEDIAN :CHOOL, YEARS)

10.0
.

440

11.1

4
. E. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPTEMBER. 19.73I'

(6)

. TOTAL.
-SCHOOL-
ENROLLMENT

(7)

AVERAGE
TEACHER
SALARY

(8)

AVERAGE
ADMINISTRATOR

SALARY

(9)

. AVERAGE
.YEARS

TEACHING
EXPERIENCE.

(10)

AVERAGE
YEARS

, ADMINISTRATOR
EXPERIENCE

.3.815 $9.501 - $15;455 9.3 18.9

(11)
.

,

,

PERCENT STAFF
MASTERS DEGREES

OR ABOVE
.

(12)

SCHOOL LEVEL
PUPIL/STAFF ,x

RATIO

(13)
.

PERCENT
AVG. DAILY
ATTENDANCE

14.2' 18.5- 93.0

C. FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-1973 SCHOOL YEAR)

(14)

TOTAL
i PER PUPIL

COST
.

(15)

PER PUPIL
INSTRUCTIONAL

COSTS

(16)

PERCENT
EXPENSES

ALLOTTED TO
INSTRUCTION

(17)

PER PUPIL
ADMINISTRATIVE
(CENTRAL .OFFICE)

COSTS ' '

$973.33
I

$696.00 71.8 , $21.24

(le)

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

. ADMINISTRATION
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

. (19)

PER PUPIL
PUPIL PERSON-
NEL SERVICES

COSTS

r (20)

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

PUPIL PERSONNEL
SERVICES

2.2 $10.52 1.1

*SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS ANO SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE.,
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KENT ,COUNTY:

"FABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY' (AVERAGi STANDARD AGE. scogE),

AND ACADEMICHACI-IIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),
BY SKILL RREks

..

"

% SKILL
' AREAS

(11

.

GRADE

(2)

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLED*

13)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED**.

SCHOOLS

AVERAGE.
STANDARD

SCORE DEVIATION

(7)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
(GE)"

DEVIATION

(8)

STANDARD

(SD)

(1),

VOCABULARY 4.

'. 259 92.28. 4.00 142.

5 316 95.25

---,...

5.37
.

1.5*

7 312 96.47 3 95.2 ,. ' 15.99 7.73

.

1.74

9 331 78.55 1

.

99.0 ,15.61 8.84 : 2.05

(21

READING
COMPRE-
()ENSIGN

3 259 '92.28 5

1f

96.5 16.64 4.08 1.20

5 316 .95.25 3 99.1 16.11 5.26 1.34

*IT 312 96.47 3 1542 'A 15.99.
t.' .

7.38 1.46

331' 78.55 1 99.0 15.61 8.39 . 1.76

;3)

SPELLING, .

'259 92.28 5 96.5 16.84 4.48 1.22

5
A
316 95.25 3 99.1 16.11 5.80 1.62

7 312 ; 9.6.47 3 95.2 15.99 '

....

0.04 . 1.78

9 * 331 76.55 1 99.0.
..,

15..61 .8.96 2.0;

.44I

EAPITAL-
IZATION

3 259 92.28 5 96.5 16.'64
0

4.50 1.26

5 316 95.25 3
s

99.1 18.11 6.12 1.62

7 312 96.47 S '9512 15.99 8.30
o

1.82 '

9 331 : 78.55 1 99.0 15.61 6,51, . 2.26

5Y.q.

PUNCTUATION

3 259 92.28 96.5

',

16.64 4.80 1:33

5 316 95.25 3 99.1 " 16.11 5:78 1.50A

7 312 96.47 3 95.2 15.99 702 1.75

9 331 78.55 1 99.0 15.61 8.54 2.27

AS OF 9/30/73r ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.
V

* NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED. BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE,

STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) ARIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL. BATTERY, FARM 1, 1971'EDITION.

THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL. NORM GROUP FOR-GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 100, NATIONAL SD ".16.

F GRADE. EQUIVALENCE (GE)'DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE

'

NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7,15.7, 7.7, AND 9.4, VARYING SLIGHTLY,

FOR EACH SKILL AREA.

o #
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KENT COUNTY

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE;),
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),

." ' 'BY SKILL AREAS

(CONTINUED).

. SKILL
AREAS

(1)0

GRADE

(2)

NUMBER Of
STUDENTS
ENROLLED *

(3)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED**

(4)

NUMBER OF
SCROOLS
TESTED

(5).
AVERAGE
STANDARD

AGE
SCORE
(SAS) .1.

(6)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

' (7)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
(GE) tt

(8)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(61.

. -.'

' LANGUAGE
USAGE a

3 259' 92.28
0

5 96.5 16.64 4.04 1.36

5 316
" .,

95.25 3 99.1 16.11 5.34 1.71
-

7 312
0

96.47 3 95.2 15.99 7.88 1.85

9 3'31 78.55 99.0 15.61 8.42 2.38

(7)

LANGUAGE
TOTAL

. 3 259 92.28 5 96.5 16.64 4.45'D 1.14

5 316 95.25 " 3 99.1 16.11 5.76 1.41

7- 312 96.47
.

;, 95.2 15.99. 8.03
.

1.5,

9 4 331 78.55 1 99.0 15.61 8.62 1.92

CBI

MATHEMATICAL
CONCEPTS

3 259' 92.28 5 96.5 16.64 3.85 i. .92

5 316 95.25 3 99.1 16.11 5.45 1.33

7
312 96.47 3 95.2 15.99 7.17 1.46

9
331 78.55 1 99.0 15.61 8.50 1.80

.

(91

MATHtMATICAL
PROBLEMS

,

3 259 92.28 5 96.5 16.64 1. 3.73 .98

5 316 95.25 3 99.1 16.11 5.26 1.26

7 312 96.47 3 95.2 15.99' 7.27 1.53

331 78.55 1 99.0 15.61 8.58 1.06

(10)

MATHEMATICAL
TOTAL

259 92.211 :5 96.5 16.64 . 3..79

4

.89

5 316 . 95.25 3

3

1

99.1

95.2

16.1c

15.99

5.36
.---

7.22

1.21

1.38
7 312

' 96.47

9 331 78.55 1 99.0 15.61 8.55 1.71

* AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES. *

** NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9 /30 /73,..EXPRESSEb AS A PERCENTAGE,

STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1,..1971 EDITION.
THE. MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 1001 NATIONAL SD 164

tt GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM'S, 1971 EDITION.-sTHE:-MEANS IN THE
NATIONAL NORM GUMP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, AND*9.4, VARYING SLIGHTLY
FOR .EACH SKILL AREA.
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(CHESTERTOWN - KENT COUNTY)

'es

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL--COMMUNIVe AND PUkL'IC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE*

.

51/44.

SCHOOL NAME

/
GRADE
ORGANI-
ZATION

Cl)

TOTAL
SCHOOL
ENROLL-
MENT
(2)

PUPIL/
STAFF
RATIO
(3)

rPERCENT
AVERAGE
DAILY

ATTEN-
DANCE..
(4!

TOTAL NO.
AVERAGE YEARS
EXPERIENCE

PERCENT
STAFF

AASTER'S
DEGREE

DR ABOVE
(9)

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN,

PERCENT
DISAD-
VAN -

TAGED
(10)

MEDIAN
EDUCA-
rioN OF
MOTHER
(11)

MEDIAN
bFAMILY
INCOME
($):P '

(12.Y

TEACHER
(5)

ADMIN.
.(4)

TEACHER ADMIN.
(7) (6)

CHESTERTOWN K -4 408 20.9 96.0 17.5 2.0 10.9 20.5 5.1 10.0 11.6 9156.0-

MILLINGTON 106 21.2 -95.0 4.0 1.0 20.5 9.0 ' 20.0 8.7 1140 - 7474.0

ROCK 'HALL K -4 220 18.3 93.0 10,0 2.0 8.9 26.0 i6.7 22.2 10.3 6195.0

MORTON K -4 417 22.4 97.0 16.9 1.7. 6.7 19.7 9.1 18.1 11.2 7492:0.
A

.
.

.CHESTERTOWN MID 5-8 755 19.9 96.0 36.0 2.0 6.3' 10.5 18.4 14.7 11.4 A306:0

' . GALENA K8 433 16.0 96.0 22,0 2.'0 9.5 21.5 '12.4 21.6 11.2 7273.0 '

ROCK.HALL'SR MID
e

5-8 249 14.6 95.p '15.0 2.0 7.4 33.5. 17.6 20.2 .10.3 6331.0
.-

KENT COUNTY.HIGH 9 -12 1227 19.6 89.0 56.0 4.0 6.1 10.7 14.5 " 16.9 11.1 7636.0
'

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.
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HESTERTOWN KENT' COUNTY)

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MNYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

J
o

AREAS , WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

KLUT COUNly .
CONTROLLED*

SCliouL Sys reM
SKILL AREAS

t*

4*

VOCADNLARY READING COMPREHENSION

DIFFF- AVERAGE fiiARY-. OIFFER-

E%CE LAND ENCE
6E NORM

SCHOOL ,NAME

CM1.64,070*+,

(Mika AVERAGE AVERAW.

m SAS GL

4 97.4 3.62

MANY-
LAND
NOW.

3,3n

MILLINGTuu 3 99.6 4.61 3.46
.. 4

',pot NALL 3 97.3 4.70 3.29-

,A1

WuNT60 3 93.7 3.94

crtsruirow. ox. 5 97.5 . 4.97 4.89
7 94.9 7.77 6.20

GALENA 3 98.4 3.72 3.40
5 101.5 . 5.72 5.10
7 95.0 8.21 6.18

Mick HALL SH MID 5 101.4 6.21 5.00
v7 96.4 7.06 5,34

.

KLIT CoUNTINItm 9 99.0 8.84 9.07

+.24 3.75 3.44 +.31

+1.15 3.98 3,56 +.42'

+1.41 4.49 3.39. +1.10 ,

601 4.24 3.19 +1.05

+.08 5.12
+1'. -67'6 7..49

,.
,i;t$

+.32 13,96.-

+.62 5.38
+2.03 6.98

5.02 +.10
6.30 +1.19

.3.49 +.47
5.25 .-, +.13
6.30 +.U8

+1.21 5,56 5.18 +.1 38 ,

+.72 7,52 6.46 +1.06

4.77 8.39 8.01 +.31

LANGUAGE TQTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

AVERAGE

OE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

. DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCF.

C,F .

MARY-
LAN
NoR4

DIFFER-
FmCF

,

.

4.43, 3.80 +.63 3.65 3,148 +.17%

4.41 3.'2 +.89 * ,4.26 3.57 +.69

4.76 3.76 +1,00 4.IZ 1.94 4.64

4.14 3.57 +.57 3.52 3.28 +.34

.

5.59 5.17 +.52 6.26 5.22 4.09

7.7n- 6.42 41.36 7.26 6.55 +.71

4066 3.85 +.81 * 3.84 3.51 +.33

es.52- 5.42 +.10 5.55 5.46 +.09

8.48 6.40 +2.41 7,14 6.56 4,58

.

6.73 5.40 +.83 * +5.44 5.44 '..00

7.n3 6.54 +1.29 7.18 5,75 +.42

1.52 8.05 +.57 8.55 1.24 +.27

t. SEE CHAPTER 4 SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF-TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK C1

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

O

(1

4-28'5

. .



(CHESTERTOWN - KENT COUNTY).

K6NT COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUSTATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*

* . SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL
SCHOOL NAME OBAuE AVERAGE AVERAGE

5A5 GE

CRY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
EKE

GE

MARY- .'DIFFER- AVERAGE
LAND ENCE
NORM

MARY-
LAND

CHESTOTOw4- 3 97.4 3.62 3.38 .4.24 1.75 3.43 +.32 4.43 3.79

HILLINGTON 3 99.6 4.61 3.52 41.09 3.98 3.57 +.41 4.81 3.93

ROCK HALL . 3 97.3 4.70 3,37 +1.33 4.49 3.42 +1,07 4.76 3.78

WORTON 3 93.7 3.94 3,14 4.80 4.24 3.18 *1.06 "4.14 3.56

(

CHES11.97014. MID 5 97.5 4.97 4,95 .D2 5.12 ,5.04 4.08 5.69 5.237 94.9 7.77 6.26 +1.51 7.49 6.35 +1.14 7.78 6.50

GALENA . 3 90.4 3.72 3.44 +.24 3.96 3.49 +.47 4.66 3.855 101.5 5.72 5,30 ..42 5.38 5.36 +.02 5.42 5.537 95.0 8.21 6.27 +1.94 , 6.98 6.36 +.62 8.88 6.51

ROCK HALL .R MID 5 101.4 6.24 5.29 4.92 5.56 5.35 +.21 6.23 5.537 96,4' 7.06 6.42 *4,64 7.52 6.50 *1.02 7.43 6.64

KENT COUNTY HIGH 99,0 8.84 8.25 4.59 ,4.39 8.08 +.31 8.62 8.21

t SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF 'NM USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (*)
ACCOMPANYING RDIFFERENCER'SCORES.

39 .14v
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DIFFER. AVFRAGE
ENCE

GF

+.64 3.65 ,

4.88 4.26

MARY-
LAND
NOM

3.49

3.61

DIFFER-
ENCE ,

+.16

+.65

+.98 4.12 3.48 4.64

4.58 3.62 4 3:29 +.33,

4.46 5.26 .5.27 -.01
+1.28 7.26 6.68 4.58

4.81 3.84
::(11-.01 5.55 .g14

+2.37 7.14 6.68 +.46

+.70. 5.44 5.56 +612'.
*1.19 7.18 6.81

4.41 8.55 8.39 4.16
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LOCAL SCHOOL SYSTEM LEVEL --ACCOUNTABILITY ASSESSMENT INFORMATION

4.16 MONTGOMERY COUNTY

School System Goals and Objectives

A. General. The Montgomery County Public"Schools (MCPS)

welcome the opportunity to provide information for inclusion in

the first report to the Governor aid General Asdembly required by.

the Maryland Law on educational accountability: This law has

provided an impetus fox acceleration of an already active accounta-

bility (or "Quality assurance") effort in Montgomery County.

B. Goal Setting Activities. Goals of Education adopted by

the Montgomery County'Board of Education'in.1958*-were revised in

February, 1873. These goals forstudents deal with academic skills,

physical development, intellectual development, the individual and

society, scientific understanding, aesthetic expression, and career

development. Accompanying these goals for students are, commitments.

of the'Board of Education and staff pertaining to,such matters'as

selecting and training of, qualified staff; providing comprehensive

instructional programs, evaluating instructional programs and

repprting results, encouracjing a'continuing dialogue with the com-

munity, and informing citizens about the objectives and costs of

their school system.

322
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During the'past decade MCPS established goals' and instruc-
,

tional, program objectives for all subjects. When the Maryland
)State Department of Education (MSDE) issued guidelines forimplementing aciountability legislation, MCPS reviewed its goalsin reading, wriEing, and mathematics and made changes requiredby State goals and MSDE criteria.

C. . Montgomery County School System Goals., Based upon theState-wide Goals in reading, writing, and mathematics, adoptedby the Maryland State Boardof Education, Montgomery County hasdeveloped the following Lotal System Goals (the same MCPSGoalmay be coded tb more than one State Goal):

_In Reading, each student who has completed the elemen-
tary-osecondary reading program of this-school system should beable to:

1.A. Synthesize', into a new form of expression, ideas
selected from, communications.

1.B. Interpret majorAdeas'and ela.Eionships between idea".,

1.C. Identify purpose and select appropriate materials
from a wide variety of available print and non-print.

2.A. Locate and/or recall specific information.

4 2.B., Analyze organizational pattern of a communication
(picture, paragraph, chapter, book, story, poem,
report, or article).

2.C. Interpret major idpat and relationships between
ideas.

2.D. Use gilamtatical structure (syntactic clues) to
derive meaning.

2.E. Relate alphabetic symbols to language sounds in
context of words.

2.F. Relate left -to- right letter patternAwritten words)
to corresponding oral word pattern.

2.G. UseStructural clues to wo$ recognition.

.H. Recode words of more than one'syllable.

.3,A. Associate words with objqcts or ideas they represent.

a3.B. LOcate and/or recall specific information.

323
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3.C. Translate a communication into a different form,
'different language, or different level of abstraction.

. .

3.D. Interpret major ideas and relationships be'tween ideas.

3.E. Make predicti.ons from data.

3.F. Apply previously learned skills or generalliations

to new situations and problems.
t.

3.G. Analyze organizational pattern Qf communication
(picture, paragraph, chapter, book, story, poem,

report, or article).

3.H. Synthesize, into a new foilm of expression, ideas

selected from, communications:

Evaluate,communiCations.

4.A. Locate `and /or recall specific information.
4

,

4.B..Translate a communication into a different farm,

different language,or different level of

abstraction.
.

4.C. Analyze organizational pattern of a communication

. (picture, paragraph, chapter, book, story, poem,

report, or article). .

4.D. Decode abbreviations and measurement symbols.

4.E. Associate words with objectives or ideas they

represent.

5.A. Recognize written words.that represent common
spoken words (sight vocabulary).

5.B. Use context.

5.C. Read orally to convey meaning.

5.D. Analyze organizatioAal pattern of a communication
(picture, paragraph, chapter, book, story, poem,

report, or article).

5%
r)

E..Synthesize; into a new form of expression, ideas

selected from communications.

5.F. .Evaluate communications.

5.G. Have a positive*attitude toward readiiig.

32
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In Writing, each 'student who has completed the elemen-tary-secondary writing program, of this school system ,should byable to:

1.A. Write effectively for his/her own use and/or enjoSr-
ment; displaying sucb adherence to convention as is
dictated by the purpose.

1.B. Express himself/herself effectively writing for a
personally digfined aucliOnce and pur ose with such
adherence to'bonvention;as is dic ted by audienceand purpose.

2.A. Write in appropriatelanguage and form such communi-
.cations as are required by school, by social life,or by employment, demonstrating such adherence to

convention as is dictated by audience and purpose.

2.B. Proofread and edit written communications which are
consistent with his/her instructional experiences,
demonstrating such adherence to convention as is
appropriate to audience and purpose.

L

3.A. Exhibit an awareness of the purposes and-situations
in his/her own life for-which writing is imptrtant
and of the degree of adherence to convention that isdemanded by each.

3.B. Value and willingly use writing for private,, social,
and business purposes.

3.C. Exhibit an awareness of the essential interrelation-ships that exist between writing and the other
language arts.

In Mathematics, each student who has completed the
. elementary-secondary mathematics, program of this 'school system
shwald be able to:,'

1.A. Develop basic skills in using the vocabulary atp
symbols of mathematics.

Develop skills in recognizing common geometric s

2.A. Develop basic skills,in computing.

2.B. Develop basic skills in working with geometric shapeSe

2.C. Develop basic' skills in measuring, graphing, and
using tables, and charts.

4-290-
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3.A. Develop
understanding of the vocabulary and *symbols

bf mathematics.

3.B. Develop understandings necessary for translating-

among mathematical symbols words and the pllysical

3.C. Develop ccncepts relate d to coviman geometric shapes.

3.D. Develop understanding 6f computation.

3.E. Develop understanding in m easurement.*7

3.F. Develop an understanding of basic principles related

to the structure of mathematics.

.4. Develop understanding and basicskilis in problem

solving.
:

5. Appl9the principles of mathematical reasoning to

the solution of problems.

.6.A. Appreciate the signifiCance:of
mathematics in daily

living apd its contribution to our cultural heritage.

6.B. Ilse ma emaVcs as needed in daily living. .

D.
Objectives Se tine Assessment and Related Educational

Aotivities. Grade level bbjective have been drafted or revised

forthe above-mePtioned
iristructional,*areas and are now being

t,_peviewed by teachers. These objectives will beqptablished fox

MCPS' by. March, 1975. ,A11 schools'will use the same minimum set

of glade level objectives- Indiy,i.dualizing instruction according

0 to the needs of sfudents A accomplished through the'use of varied

'teaching methods, Mtterials, and student assessment,measures.rather

than through the of,alternativUhets bf4ba0c objectives.

. _

.
burriCulum guides have' been developed by MCPS for the

.

teaching of prre:readin4 skills; Word analysis, and reading com- ,

..- ,, prehension ,skil(ls.
Suggestions fon . teaching a. range of 'objectives

and!for.-the use of a va4ety of instrildticinal.resources are

included, along with illugtrative assessment measures and record-

keeping lokms on which teachers chart student prbgrOss on specific

objectives. Inservice wprkshops ai'e being conducted this year as

they have been duriP4 the past two yearS, to increaseskill.of

faculties in planning, conducting, and'assessing readinginstruction.

tbllections of assessment measures 'in reading, wriiA,
,

.

.

.

'and mathematics are in preparation'.for dse b7 teachers to. eyaluate'

student progress and to be asseMbled in tests fok school and

system-wide program evaluation.. The development, selection, and

.
, field Nesting of assessment measures is a priority for MCPS because

4-291
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these tools are essential'.to provide students better feedbackon their Own learning and to prOvi:de teachers and administratorsfeedback.n how Well students achieve the objectives of theinstructional program.

, A demonstration project for,the assessment of studentwriting was conducted in MCPS with support and coOperation ofMSDE Division of ResearChl Evaluation, and Information Services.,MCPS measured achievement of .a representative sample of 13 and .17year old students, using writing exercises released by the' National Assessment of Edudational. Progress (NAtP). Thig projectdemonstrated the feasibility of making direct assessment of goalsand objectives., beyond those measured by standardized tests,.with-out,testing all students in our schools. The scoring,evaluation,and reporting of results require more time and expertise than dostandardized tests. However,the use of sampling proceduresand,exercises different froM multiple-choice questions make's.possible the assessment of a' wider range of instructional objec-tives than can be measured by standardized tests. An. assessment 'of readingsusing NAEP exercises was also completed using,a represen-tative sampl:e.pf drades4,'8 and 10 students. This .approach toassessme4 shUld make a useful contribution .to- future implemen-tations of the educational accountability law.

MCPShas established procedures for providing standardized.tests results to students, parents.,,teachers, the local schoolcommunity, and the Montgomery Counti Board of Education. Thesereporting processes assure that student needs,-as assessed bystandardized' tests, are known by those who have responsibility_for followup. Each school distributes by October an annual progressrepOrt to its community which includes information on enrollment;student interests, needs, and achievement, as assessed by tests and
other.procedures; staff allocation and assignmeritS; facilities;finances; andschool objectives for the past and current school
year. School-objectives and anticipated evidence of their attain-.ment are established by the school staff, with the involvementof the community.

.

Objectives deal with needs considered priorities forstudents or staff. Several examples from local school reportsfor this year follow: ,

1. Improve student language arts communication skills.

AL
Evidence includes increased student coil 'dence in
speaking beforegroups, improved result stan-dardized tests of language usage and vo ary,
fewer errors in written work and composition, morewriting of original poetry, and a larger and more

° descriptive oral and written vocabulary..,.

) ('
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2. Improve staff familiarity, with the metric system

,of measurement. Evidence includes teacher self-

reports of improved understanding of the metric

system, more units on the system offered students

and additional instructional materials developed

or purchased on this topid.

3. Plan and establish with students a consistent

school-wide policy on discipline. Evidence of

achievement of this objective will include fewer

accidents involving students, a cleaner school

building, and fewer complaints received from

playground aides during lunch and recess periods.

MCPSrmill.Orts systemwide standardized
tests results to'

the Montgomeny County Board of Education in the Fill of each year.

Results collected for the Maryland Accountability Assessment Pro-

gram Report agree to some extent with those included in the local '1

annual report. Student achievement in grades 3 and 5 is,par-

ticularly high in relation tc. aptitude, while some achievement

test scores in grades 7 arld.9 show the need for improvement.

E. Program Modification Acti'viti'es. MCPS has plans under-r-

way for improving basic skills instruction and integrating bSsiiiii.P

skills into all programs as recommended by the Policy on Middle/

Junior High Schools which was adopted by the Board of Education

last Spring.

During 1973-74 a long -range plan for improving evaluaT

tion skills among school faculties wasinitiated in selected elemen-

tary schools and will be extended to more schools this year.

Workshops are designed to help teachers develop skills in (a)

setting up and.using objectives, (b) using a variety of assess-

ment techniques to evalate student performance, and (c) analyzing

the results of student 'assessment and of self-appraisal techniques

to improve teaching practices.

The Policy on Evaluating and Reporting Student Progress,

adopted in 1972, requires (a) that students,?e informed of their

instructional objectives and ofthe basis on which their per-

formance is to be evaluated and (b) that students be informed

about their progress for each learning activity.

F. Progress of Schools Toward System, and /or School Goals

Not Covered by State Assessment Instruments. Student attainment

of goals not measured by the Maryland Accountability Assessment

Program (MAAP) is' atficult to determine. The school system'collects

a variety of evaluative data relating to goals in addition to

those for reading, writing, and mathematics. In areas such

as the arts, for example, evaluation is based on the amount of

4
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instruction that students receive from teachers of art and musib.Using a variety of data from schools and community, MCPS has 04Placed priorit on improved instructional programs in reading,career develop4ent, health education, the arts, and the middle/junior high sqbools. Improvement in the middle/junior high schoolincludes interdisciplinary instruction in basic learning skills,'more options for students, and more flexibility in the prganiza-tion of the program.

New systems for evaluating the services of teachers andschool-based administrators are being implemented system-wide-in MCPS following two years of pilot ing. These systems arebabed on performance criteria andlindica s which define essentialaspects of teaching and instructional progr mandgement. Theseevaluation systems have been well received by staff because theymake much use of classroom observational data and followup'conferences. These systems also repr4sent a significant meansof program improvement by assuring the delivery of consistentlygood instructional services for students.

G. Unmet. Needs for Resources to Permit Inf5rovement ofPrograms and Services. The most important need for resources' tofurther implementation of accountability is for the research anddevelopment requiret to make possible or-improve assessment ofState and local goals And objectives. Students need better feedback on theic own learning. Supervising staff and school adminis-trators need to know actual progress made in achieving a fullrange of instructiona objectives. No school 'system can deyelopthese assessment capabilities alone. Improved measures of educatiorial program effectiveness are essential for educationalaccountability.

,r
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY

TABLE 1. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE*",

W. COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS

.1

(1)

TOTAL
POPULATION

(2)

.

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME

'' (3).

PERCENT
DISADVANTAGED -

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN-
!

522,809 $16,710 5.7

(4)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
MALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCMOOL YEARS)

(5) -

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
FEMALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

15.0 12.8

B. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPTEMBER, 1973)

(6)

TOTAL
SCHOOL

ENROLLMENT

(7)

:AVERAGE
TEACHER'

.SALARY

(8) ;4

AVERAGE s

ADMINISTRATOR
SALARY-

'

(9)

AVERAGE
YEARS

TEACHING
EXPERIENCE

(10)

AVERAGE
YEARS.

ADMINISTRATOR
EXPERIENCE

126,177 $13089 $24,297, .. 10.9 20.8-

(11)

PERCENT. STAFF
MASTERS DEGREES.

OR ABOVE

' (12)

SCHOOL LEVEL
PUPIL/STAFF

RATIO

(13)

' PERCENT
AVG.'DAILY
ATTENDANCE

37.8 18.3 94.1

C. 'FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-1973 SCHOOL YEAR)

(14)

TOTAL
PER PUPIL
COST

(15)

PER PUPIL
INSTRUCTIONAL

COSTS

(16) .

PERCENT
EEXPENSES

ALLOTTED TO
INSTRUCTION

(17)
.

PER PUPIL
ADMINISTRATIVE
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

COSTS
.

$1027.'63 $9i'8.12 73.9 $45.85

(18)

PERCENT. EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

ADMIMSTRATION
-(CENTAL OFFICE)

(19)

PER PUPIL
PUPIL PERSON
NEL SERVICES

COSTS,.

(20)

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

PUPIL PERSONNEL
SERVICES

3.4 $18.91 1.4

*SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND .SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS:TWE.
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"'MONTGOMERY COUNTY

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABIL.A.TY (AVERAGE STANDARD'AGE SCORE),

AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),
BY SKILL AREAS

A

SKILL''
AREAS-.

'11)

GRADE
.

(2)

NUMBER, OF
STUDENTS
.ENOLLE5*,

(3)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED **

(4)

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

(5)

AVERAGE
'STANDARD'

AGE
SCORE
(SASIt

(6)

STANDARD
'DEVIATION

(SD)

(7)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
(GE)"'

(8)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(5D)

.

VOCABULARY

3 4 8899 .98.44 141 108.2 15.80 4.05 1.14

9632 99.44: 138 109.5 14.73 6.06 1.53

40102 97.18
...

. .

31 108.2 .
15.23 7.92 1.81

9 0300. 95.57 33 110.4 16.19 9.71 .1.89

fZt

READING
COMPRE-
,HENSION

v
3 889448899 . 98.52 141 108.2 15.80 4.09

.

1.30

5 9632 99.50 138
-\,,

109.5 14.73 5.99 1.53

1

.i0102
_

97.29 31 108.2 15.23 7.84 1.72
\

9 10300 95.69 .
33 110.4 16.19

.

9.52 1.83
i

SPELLING

.

3 8899 98.58 141 108.2 15.80 4,46 1.36

5
9632 99.28' 138 109.5 14.73 6.08 1.73

7 10102' 96.3$ 31 108.2 15.23" 7.77 2.09

10300 94.89 33 110.4 16419
.

9.28
0

2.22

CO

CAPITAL-
IZATION

8899 98%47 141 108.2 15.80 4.36 .11:29

5 9632 99.30 138 109.5 , 14.73 6.14 1.70

7 10102 96.46 31 108.2.

4

15.23 7.96 2.05

9 10300 95.10 33 110.4 16.19 9.65 2.22

04 '

PUNCTUATION

3 $899 98.49 141 /08.2 15.80
*

4.48 1.43

- 5 - 9632'
.

. 99.28' 138 109.5 14.73 6.10
-..

.1.66

10102
. , .

96.48' 31 108.2 15.23 7.18 2.07

9 10300 95.26 33 110.4 I 16.19 . 9.41 2.22

AS-OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.

*NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDEDBY NUMBER ENROLLED -9 /30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.

STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM .COGNITIVE ABILITIES
TEST, hONVERBAL BATTERY,. FORM 1; 1971 EDITION.'

THE-MEANS FOR THE OATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AN)) 9 ARE.1001 NATIONAL SD 16.

-.GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE)
DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE

'NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND ,9 ARE APPROXIMATELY. 3.7. 7.7, 9.4, VARYING SLIGHTLY

FOR EACH SKILL AREA. 331
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MONTGOMERY COUNP

TABLE '2. -NONVERBAL: AB I LI TY ( AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE )

AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT ( GRADE EQUI VAL-eKV
- BY SK ILL AREAS

( CONTINUED)

SKILL
AREAS

Cl)

.

-., GRADE.

(2)

. -

. NUMBER'OF.
STUDENTS
ENROLLED *

(3)
o

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED **

(4)

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

STANDARD'

4(5)
AVERAGE

AGE
SCORE
ISAS) t

. (61

STANDARD'
DEVIATION

(SD)

(71 .

AVERAGE:
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
(GE) tt

l8)

STANDARD
DEVIATION,

(SD)

-

(6)

LANGUAGE'
USAGE

A

3 8899 98.18 141 .108.2 1530 4.23 1.3941'

5 9632 99.26
. .

138 409.5
'..,

.'

14.73

.

'6.21

.

1.71

7 10102 96.46 31 108.2
----

15.23, 7.93
. 1 2.06

.

, 10300 95.19 33 .110.4 16.19 9.59, 2:19
84

(7)

LANGUAGE
TOTAL

3 8899 98.09 _141 108.2

-

15.80 4.40 .1.21

5' 9632 99.13 138 109.5 14.73
o '

Iie15 1.52.
.

7 10102 96.26 31. 108.2

o

15.23 7.87 1.84

9 .10300
.

94.75
.

33 110.4 16.19 9.47 2.00

(8)

MATHEMATICAL
CONCEPTS

3 8899 98.82 )41 108.2. '15.80- .4.03 1.00

5 9632. 99.52 138 109.5
,..... 4

14.73 6.27
a

1.49

7 10102 96.32 31 108.2

.

. 15.23

y

8.19 1.74

9 10300 94.96 33 110.4 16.19 9.84 1.88

S9I '

MATHEMATICAL
-PROBLEMS

'

3 8899 98.73 141 108.2 15.80 3.99 1.07

5 9632 99.52 138 109.5

D

14.73 5.97 1.37

7 10102 96.39 31 108.2 1543 7.81 1.66

9 10300 95.06 33 110.4 16.13. 9.35 1.86..

(10)

MATHEMATICAL
.

TOTAL

.

3 8899

&

98.67 141 108.2 15.80 4.04 .98

5 9632 99.50 138 109.5 14.73 6.15

....

1.36

7 10102 96.25 31 106.2 15.23 8.02 1.61

9 10300 ,

t

1. 94.86

.

33 110.4 ' ,16.19 9.62' 1.77

* AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED

**,NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974.DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.

'1 STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION.THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 1001 NATIONAL SD 16.

t't GRADE OQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THENATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, 9.4, VARYING SLIGHTLYPOR EACH SKILL AREA.
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(ALTA VISTA BURNING TREE)

TAllt.E, 3.. SCHOOL LEVEL-- COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
,,../PROFILE*

..

-SCHOOL NAME

GRADE
ORGANI-
2ATTON

(I)

TOTAL
SCHOOL
ENROLL-
MENT
(21

PUPIL/
STAFF
RATIO
(3)

PERCENT
AVERAGE
DAILY

ATTEN
DANCE --TEACHER
(4L

TOTAL NO.
AVERAGE YEARS
EXPERIENCE

/.....41,

PERCENT
STAFF

MASTER'S
DEGREE
OR ABOVE

(9)

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

PERCENT
DISAD-
VAN-

'TAGED,
WI)

MEDIAN
EDUCA
TION OF
MOTHER
(11)

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME
(Si
(12)

(5)
ADMIN.
(6)

TEACHER
(7)

.

ADMIN.
(8)

ALTA VISTA K -6 219 19.0 96.1 2.0.5 1.0

ARCOLA K-6 . 324 17.1 95.4 lain 24

ASHAURTON K -6 395 17.5 96.3 21.5 1.0

ASPEN HILL 454 19.7 96.0 22.0 1.0

AYRLAWN 217 15.9 96.6 10.5 1.0

46_
BANNOiKBURN K -6 , 321 21.4 95.4 14.0 1.0

...

DEL PRE g -. K -6 457 20.3 96.2 '23.0 1.0

BELLMONT K5 461 21.9 1 96.7 20.0 1.0

BELL5.MILL' K -6 531 21.2 95.5 24.0 1.0

--N.

SETHESDA K -6 505 21.9. 95.6 22.0 1.0

BEVERLY FARMS K..-6
.

740
o

21.5 96.6 31.9 20

*
BRADLEY K^6 299 24.9 95.6 11.0 1.0

4

BROAD ACRES . PRE K-6 352 21.5 95.6 15.1 1.0

'BROOKHAVEN '1(6 672 20.2 95.5 31.3 2.0

BROOKMONT 374 22.5 96.5 15:6 1.0

BROOKVIEW K-6 275 17.9 97.2 14.5 1.0

BROWN STATION K-6 513 23.2 95.5 33.0 2.0

BURNING TREE K -6 325 19.6 97.0 15.6 1.0

* SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

3 3 3

4-300

17.6 22.5 65.2 2.2 14.5 20420,0

17.4 36:0 42.2 2.2 12.6 ' 15309.0

9.5 34.5 42.2 3.8 13.4 20553,0.

11.6 20.0 34.5 . 1.6 12.7 17179.0
7

14.2 24.5 13.0 1,2 13.9 I095e.0

10.1 22.9 33.3 ' 4.5 15.5 26045.0

" 9.4 35.0 16.7 0.0 12.9 .13790.0

6.3 13.3 35.1 3.4 12.7 16304.0

9.2 26.0 35.0 6.0 14.4 24106.0

lv

.9.5 16.0 30.4 6.1 13.3 17396.0

9.5 30.0 30.7 0.4 13.7 21025.0.

.

.
--

7.9 17.6 25.0 3.7 13.9 19439.04

11.5' 31.0 37.2 4.2 12.6 12791.0

13.6 23.3 30.0 . 1.0 12.7 15244.0

13.9. 6.5 27.7 1.9 13.9 21245.0

15.5 31.3 35.7 4.5: 12.6 ' 12791.0

7.6 14;2 27.1 0.0. 12.5 14509.0

2.4.0 17.0 60.E 3.4. 15.3 29968.0



A VIISTA

MONTGOMERY COUNTY
SCHOOL SY5TEM

URNING TREES

TABLE 4. RELA OF ACHIEVEMENT <,TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS ; WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY
CONTROLLEDt

SKILL AREAS

VocAHuLARY READING COMPREHENSION' LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

5CHOOL NAME 'GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY- GIFFEp- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE

LAND E,CE LAND ENCE

SAS GE NORM GE NORM GE

ALTA VTSTA 3 116.0 4.42 4.63 -.21 4.59 4.70 4.90

5 117.0 6.59 6.80 -.21 6.88 6.72 +.16 6.62

AHcOLA 3 103.0 3.81 3.78 4.03 3,98 3.82 +.16 4.28

5 108.0 5.39 5.91 -.52 5.74 5.92 -.18 5.45-

ASHBuRTON

ASPEN -HILL

AULA4m

a4aNOCKOUH.1

DEL-RHE

ULLOGHT

EMUS MILL

OLTHEnA

1 114.0 4.44 4.48 -.04 4.31 4.54 -.23 4.96

5 112.0 6.36 6.42 -.04 6.35 . 6,32 +.03 6.05

3 111.0 4,10 4.25 -,15 4.15 4.32 -.17 4.47

.5 110.0 6.25 6.11 4,14 6.18 6.06 +.10 6.15

3 109.0 4.33 4.20 4.13 4.34 4.24 +.10 4.57

5 111.0 6.22 6.32 , -.10 5.84 6.26 -.42 sore

3 114.0 4.49 4.60 -.11 4,74 4.61 +.13 4.66

115.0 6.78 6.93 -.15 6,60 6.74 -.14 6.91

3 109.0 3.90 4,12 -.22 3,84 4.1 -.37 -4.17

-5 110.0 6.26 6.00 4.26 6,12 6.04 +.08 6.29

3 110.0 4.00 4.19 -.19 3.42 4.26 -.34 4.23

5 110.0 5.69 6.08 -.39 5.77 6.07 -.30 5.78

1
.

3 108.0 4.05 4.21 -.16 4.07 4.19 -.12 4.60

5 109.0 . 6,07 6.40 -.33 5.64 6.23 -.59 6.12

3 110.0 4.44 4.22 4.22 4.6b 4.414.26
::::

5 116.0 6.99 .6.55 4.44 7.07 7.01

ULVEHLy FAmMS . 3 112.0 4.36 4.38' -.02 '4.50 .4.42 4.06 4.57-

5 114,0 6,44 6,58 -.09 6.53 6,48 4.05 6.66

6HADLEY

UHJAD

(400K11AVEIL

01460Km0HY

DHO0KviE4

/MOWN 574710N

BUHNIaD TILE

3 119,0 4.72 4.77 -,05 4.85 4.87 -.02 5.72

5 120.0 7.10 6.92 4:18 6.88, 6.87 4.01, 7.48

r .

3 104.0 3.50 302 -.32 3.68 3.88 -.20 4.20

5 105.0 5.29 5.62 -.33 5.37 5.67 -.30 5.60

3 106.0 3.89 3.98 -.09 3,86 4,91 -.15 4.43

5 108.0 5:67 6.02 -.35 5.56 5.97 -.41 5.69

3. 116,0 4.62 4.62 4.00 4.75 4.68 4.07 4.78

b 114.0 6.75 6.59 4.16 6.78 6,49 +.29 7.14

3 115.0 4.91 4,44 4.47 -.4, .78 4.57 4.21 5.30

5 107.0 6,39 5,75 4.64 6,18 5.80 4.38 608

1 109.0 4.26 4.12 4,14 4.40 4.20 4.20 402

5 111.0 6.54 6.06 4.46 6.51 6.11 +.40 6.52

3 119;0 4.74 4.91 -.13 5.12 4.91 +,21 5.52

5 117.0 , 7,14 7.19 -0 6.80 6.92 -.06 7.18

MARY-
LAND
NORM .

OIFFFR- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM'

DIFFER-
ERCE

4.97 -.07 4.52 4.54 -.02

6.77 -.15 6480 6.79 t.0.1

4.15 4.13 400 3.82 4.16

6.05 -.20 5.96 6.08 -.12

4.02 .14 4.32 4.43 -.11

6.46 -.41 6.41 6.48 -.07

4.62 -.15 4.13 4.24 -.11

6.24 -.09 6.24 6.26 -.02

4.54 .4.17 4.11 4.17 -.06

6.34 -.12. 6.13 6.36 4..23'

4.46 -.20 4.39 4.49 -.10.

6.78 +.13 6.78 6.80 -.02

'4.52' -.35 3.81 4.12 -.31

6.14 4.15 6.13 6.17 -.04

4.57 -.34 ,3.92 4.19 -.27'

6.22 -.44 5.92 6.2 -.32

4.48
6.34

4.58
6.64

,"

4.70
6.60

4.12
-.22

4.31
+.37

-.13
4.06

4.21
'5.98

k

4.14
7.14

4.35
6.65

C
4. 6.,,

6.16

4.20
'6,66

4.33
6.61

4.05
-.38

-.06
'4,48

4.02
.24

5.1.3 4.09 4.46 ),,4.64 -.20

6.96 4.52 ,
703" .97' 4.06,

.

4.21 -.01 3.88 3.45 4.03

5.78 -.18 5.71 5.82 -.1;1

4.32 -.29 3.74 4.00 -.26

6.13 -.44 5.91 6.16 -.25

4.95 -.17 4.46 4.54 -08
6.60 4.54 6.76 6.62 4,14

4.87 4.43 4.71 4.41. 4,30

5.92 4.16 6.30 5.95 4.35

4.51 4.31 4.30 4.12' 4.18

6.23 4.09 6.41 6.26 4.20

k

5.15 .17 4.63 4.77 -.14

7.02 4.16 6.75 7.03 -.28

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF T RMSUSED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 001

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

3.1
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.CALTA VISTA - BURNING TREE)

TABLE 5. RELATION O'F ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL .

AREAS,. WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC 'STATUS
MONTGOMERY COUNTY STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*.SCHOOL. SYSTEM

/.
SKILL AREAS**Sc.

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION 4 LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL
SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE

SAS GE

MARY*'
LAND
NORM

OIFFEP- AV AGE
ENCE

GE

MARY..
LANO
NORM

DIFFER.. AVERAGE
ENCE

GE:.

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFFR. AVERAGE
EqCE

GE

MARY..
LAND
NOM

DIFFER.
ENCE

ALTA VISTA 3 116.0 4.42 4.57 4.15 4.59 9.66 -.07 4.90 4.94 -.04 4.52 4.51 +.015 11710 '6.59 6.63 .04 6.88 6.61 +.27 6.62 6.71 4.09 6.85 6.72 +.58

ARCOLA 3 103.0 .3.81 3.74 +.07 3.98 3.80 +.18 4..011 ' 4.14 +.14 4.00 3.80 +.205 106.0 5.39 8.85 46 5.74 5.88 ...14 5015 6.03 ..10 5.96 6.06 -.10
,ASHBURTON 3 114.0 4.44 4.44 +.00 4.31 4.53 -.22 4.96 4.62 4..14 4.32 4.40 ...085 112.0 6.38 6.20 +.16 6.35 6.21 +.14 6.05 6.33 ....28 6.41 6.35 +.06

ASPEN HILL 3 111.0 4.10 4.24 ..15 4.15 4.33 4.18 4.47 4.63 *.16 4.13 4.23 -.105 115.9 6.25 6.03 +.22' 6.18 6.04 +.14 6.15 6.18 ...03 6.24 6.20 +.04

AYRLASM 3 109.5 4.33 4.12 +.21 4.34 4.20 +.14 4.17 4.51 4.14 4.11 4.12 -.01'5 111.0 6.22 6.11 +.11 5.84 6.13 -.29 5.42 6.25 -.33 6.13 6.28 *.15
.

.BANNOCKBURN 3 114.0 4.44 4.44 +.05 4.74 4.53 +.21 4.66 4.82 *1.16 4.39 4.40 -.015 115.0 6.78 6.46 +02 6.60 6.45 +.15 6.41 6.54 +.35 6.7A 6.58 +.20

BEL PRE 3 109.0 3.90 4.12 -.22 3.84 4.20 -.36 4.17 4.51 4.34 3.81 4.12 . 4.315 110.0 6.26 6.05 +.23 6.12 6.04 +.08 6.29 6.18 +.11 6.13 6.20 ...07

f4t.av BELLMONT 3 '110.0 4.00 4:15 ..14 3.92 4.27 -.35 4.23 4.57 ...34 3.92 4.18 -.265 110.0 5.69 603 -.34 5.77 6.04' -.27 5.78 6.18 -.40 5.92 6.20 -.28
BELLS MILL 3 108.0 4.05 4.06 ..01 4.07 4.13 -.06 4.50. 4.45 +.15 4.21 4.07 +.145 109.0 6.07 5.94 +.13 5.64 5.96 -.32 6.12 6.10 +.02 5.98 6.13 ..15
BETHESDA 3 110.0 4.44 4148 +.26 4.66 4.27 +.39 4.61 4.57 +.34 4.14 4.18. -.04.5 116.0 6.99 6.54 ..45 7.07 6.53 +.54 7.01 6.63 +.38 7.14 6.65 4.49

BEVERLY FARMS 3 412.5 4.36 4131 +.05 4.50 4.40 +.10 4.57- 4.70 ...15 4.35 4.29 +.065 114.0 6.49 6.37 +.12 6.53 6.37 +.16 6.66 6.48 +.111 6.85 8.50 +.35
. BRADLEY 3 119.0 4.72 4.76 ..04 4.85 4.86 ..01 5.72 5.13 4.48 4.67 -.19

5 120.0. 7.10 6.89 .21 6.88 6.85 4,03 7.48 6.99 4 ,7.03 6.45 +.08

BROAU ACRES 3 104.0 3.50 3.80 .00 3.68 3.87 -.19 4.20 ' 4.20 +.00 3.88 3.85 +.535 105.0 5.29 5.60 -.31 507 5.64 -.27 5.60 5.80 -.20 5.71 5.83 ...12

BROOKHAVEN 3 106.0 3089 3.93- -.04 3.86 4.00 -.14 4.43 4.32 ...24 3.74 3.96 -.22
5 108.0 5.67 5.85 ..18 5.56 5.88 -.32 .5.69 6.03 -.34 5.91 6.06 ....15

oBROOKMONT 3 116.0 4.62 4.57 +.05 4.75 4.66 +.09 4.75 4.94 ...16 4.46 4.51 ...05
5 114.0 6.75 .6.37 +.38 6.78 6.37 +.41 7.14 6.48' /+.66 6.76 6.50

,

+.26.

BROOKVIEW 3 115.0 4.91 4.51 +.40 4.78 5.30 4.88 +.42 4.71 4.45 +.26
5 107.0 6.39 5.77 +.62 6.18 ::20 6.08 5.95 +.13 6.30 5.98 +.32

BROWN STATION 3$

'5
159.5 4.26 4.12 +.14 4.40 4.25 +.20 4.82 4.51 +.31 4.30.- 4.12 +.18
111.0 6.54 6.11 +.43 6.51 6.13 4.38 6.32 6.25 +.47 6.46 6.28 +.18

BURNING TAB 3 119.6 4.78 4:76 .02 5.12 4.86 +.26 5.32 5.13 .10 4.63 4.67 ..04
5 117.0 7.14 6.63 +.51 646 6.61 +.25 7.18 6171 +.47 6.75 6.72 +.03

4. SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR
DEFINITIONS OF TEAMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (*)ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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(BURNT MILLS - CONNECT. PARK)

;

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL-COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCE'S.
PROFILE* .

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN ..

PERCENT PERCENTTOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS STAFF PERCENT MEV1AN MEDIAN
.

GRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S DISAD- EDUCA- FAMILYORGANI* ENROLL- STAFF ATTEN DEGREE VAN- TION OF INCOME2ATION RENT RATIO DANCE TEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN. OR ABOVE TAGED MOTHER (4)SCHOOL NAME - (1) (2Y (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12)

BURNT MILLS

q'

BURTONSVILLE

JUSHEY DRIVE

CANDLEWOOD

CANNON ROAD K -6 663 22.1 96.6 29.0 v 1.0 11.2 27.0 23.3 1. 12.8 19297.0

CARDEROCK SPRINGS K-6 400 22.9 96.9 16.5 1.0 7.4 27.0 54.3 1.0 14.9 29071.0

CARL SANDBURG PRE K -6 S51 21.6 95.8 15.3 1.0 9.4 24.0 28.5 12.6. 4.% 14979.0

CASHELL K -6 541, 22.1 96.2 23 5 1.0 9.9 10.0 60.8 5.2 12.7 16000.0

CEDAR GROVE K -6 309 19.3 95.6 15.0 1.0 9.5 18,0 18.7 9.4 12.2. 13287.0
..

CHEVY CHASE

K*6

PRE K -6 411 19.9 96.1 19.6 1.0 '.4 35.0 26.7 3.8 12.6 15612.0

K-6 . 249 17.8 96.5 13.0 MO 7.9 16.0 21.4 6.1

K -6 493 21.9 96.9 ' 21.5 1.0

K -6 674 22.5 95.3 28.0 2.0

CLARA BARTON K*6 143 19.1 94.1 6.5 1.0 12.2 21.5 13.3 6.8 1.Y.9 181II.0

CLARKSBURG PRE K -6 301 . 16.2 94.7 17.6 1.0 7.4 19.5 21.5 10.6 12.2 13395.0...**
..

CLOVERLY K -6 379 4 21.7 96.3 16.5 1.0 9.1 17.8 20.0 4.9 12.6 16598.0

COLD SPRING
, K -6 782 22.0 97.0 33.5 2.0 8.8 16.7 23.9 0.0 12.9 21068.0

COLESVILLE K -6 252 16.7 96.5 14.1 1.0 14.3 17.0 29.7 3.3 12.9 20643.0

COLLEGE GARDENS K -6 660 23.1 96.1 26.6 2.0 10.7 29.5 37.1 2.2 13.6 17319.0

CONGRESSIONAL 408 22.1 94.9 17.5. 1.0 9.5 32.7 43.2 1.8 12.6 12298.0

CONNECTICUT PARK K*6 445 21.7 96.6 '19.5 1.0 11.2 19.8 17.1 4.3 12.7 15511.0

309. 23.0 95.3 12.0 1.0. 8.1 12.0 23.1 3.2 12.8 18161.0

4,6 21.8 22.2

18.5 53.3 4.2

0.3 12.7

12.5 13809.0

16111.0

14.5 23071.0'

e

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS,.

ft l 1.1

0 00
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(BURNT MILLS - CONNECT. PARK)
4

MONTGOHERY COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSIEM

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND (4001S) BY SKILL.

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

.CONTROLLED*

SCHOOL NAME

VOCABULARY

,GRAUE NVERAGE AVERAGE MARY -

LANO
SAS GE NORM

SKILL AREAS

READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

ggER- AVERAGE MARY+ OIFF6+ AVERAGE MARY- nIFFFR- AVERAGE MARY- DTFFER+

LAND ENCE LAND ENCE LANO EPICE

OE NORM RE NORM GE NORM

nS

t

OURRT.PILLS 3 99.0 3.76 3.59 4.17 3.79 3.58 .21 4.02 3.91 .11 3.72 3.65 .07
5 10,0 6.60 6.51 +.09 6.65 6.45 .20 6.70 6.62 .08 .44.1.40 6.63 -.23

lalikt

OUHTONSVILLE 3 104.0 4.49 3;84 +.65 3.92 3.88 .04 4.71 4.21 .50 4.28 3.88 .4-0

108.0 5.55 5.92 .0.47 5.37 5.92 +.55 5.79 6.06 6.07 609 -.02

DU5HEY DRIVE . 3 107.0 3.31 3.99 +46F 5.32 4.07 +.75 3.44, 4.39 +.85 3.76 4401 -.25

5 108.0 5.14 5.85 -.71 5.17 5.88 -.71 5.68 6.01 +.33 5.98 6.05 -.07

CA.101.EW000 3 115.0 ,4.90 4.47 403 5.21 4.58 .63 504 4.87 .37 4.62 4.44 4.18

5 111.0 6.49 6.14 +.34 6.50 6.13 .37 6.46 6.28 .68 6.75 6.30. .45,

004014110/W 3 104.0 4.38 3.48 4.50 4,27 3.89 4.38 5.14 4.20 .94 4.28 3.91 4.37

1 5 109,0 6.33 6.13 +.20 6.39 6.06 .33 6.84 6.23 4.61 6.33 6.24' 4.08

CAMOLROCK SPRINGS 3 -113.0 4.35 4.55 -.20 4.21 4.52 -.31 4.69 4.78 +.09 4.29 4.46 -.17

0 5 113.0 6.44 6.88 -.44 6.49 6.62 -.13 6.48 6.73 -.25 6.45 6.74 -.26

5/4141. 54u040 3 104.0 4.09 4.06 4.03 4.15 4.13 .02 4.41 4.45 -.04 4.00 4.07

5 108.0 5.82 4.89 -.07 5.58 5.90 -.32 5.78 6.05 -.27 6.04. 607 .02

-CA5hCLL /.

. 1.1

3
5

106.0
106,0

4.32
6.45

3.96
3.80

4.36,
4.65

4.59
6.98 5.79

.514
1.19

4.59
609

4.33
5.94

.26
4.35

4.55
6.93

3804
5117

4.57
.96

CLOAK 004.i 3 108.0 4.10 4.03 +.07 4.26 4.12 .14 5.16 4.44 .72 4.61 4.16 .55
5 107,0 5.83 5.74 +.04 5.83 5.79 .04 6.10 5.94 .36 607 5.97 .10

tHevy cHma. 3 -115.0 4.93 4.61 4.32 4.93 4.64 .29 509 4.90 .34 4.67 4.52 .15
5 114.0 7.011 6.73 4.35 6.96 b.ba .38 6.04 6.67 4.27 7.02 6468 4.34

CLARA PARTON 3 107.0 3.78 4.04 ...26 .3.76 4.08 -.32 3.06 4.39 -.43 403 4.05 -.02
5 112,0 5.27 6.29 -102 5.11 6.25 +1.14 5.n1 6.40 -1.39 5,56 6.41 +.55

CLARKSKIR4 3 100.0 3.48 3.50 -.10 3.51 3.62 -.11 3.49 3.06 *017 3.41 3.65 -.24
5 90.0 5.12 5.15 -.03 5.15 5.18 -.03 5.10 5.33 -.23 5.17 5.38 +.21

CLOVERLY 3
.5

114.0
112,0

4.10
6.14

4.42
6.22

-.32'
...06

4.14
6.19

4.51
6.21

-.37
-.02

4.56
7.17

4.80
6.36

*.24
.81

4113
6/,60

4.30
6.38

-.26
4.30

COLD 5PRIN6 3 112.0 4.52 4.35 +.17 4.41 4.39. .02 500 4.68 .32 4.32 4.33 -.01
5 114,0 6.73 6.53 +.20 6.47 6.43 . .04 6.67

i

6.61 .06 6.67 6.62 4.05

COLESVILLL 3
S

113.0
107.0

4.20
5.67

4.41
6.05

-.13
-.38

4,39
5.58

4.46
5.95.

-.07
-.37

4.66
5.90

4.74
6.13

-.00
-.23

. 4.42
6.00

4.38
6.15

.14
-.15

COLLEGf GARDENS 3
5

107.0
111.0

4.12
6.20

4.06
6.24

+.06
.404

4,23
6.18

4.11
6.21

.12
*.03

4.57
6.44

4.41
6.30

.16

.14
4;25
6.34

4.05
6.32

.20

.02

CONGASS10.4AL 3 112.0 4.03 4.27 +.24 4.14 4.39 -.25 4.84 4.69 .15 405 4.'26

5 110.0 5.71 4.93 -.22 5.65 6.00 -.35 6.02 6.11 +.00 5.99 6.14

CONNECTICUT PARK 3 108.0 3.84 4.07 -.23 4.07 4.14 *.07 4.22 4.45 -.23 3.80 4.00 *.19
5 104.9 5.65 4.65 4.01 5.24 $.55 '.41 5.17 5.79 *.62 5.67 5412 +.15

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1..2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (*)
ACCOMPAN2ING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

) 0 t..1
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(BURNT MI LL CONNECT.. PARK)

,0

TABLE 5. .ELATION Or ACH:IE17EMENT4..TO MARYLAND. NORMS, i3Y. SK ILL
. .

AREAS,' 'WITH NONVERBAL ABILtTY ANIV; SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
14440ROKR* COUNTY . .STAT I S7IC4LLY CONTROLLED*SCHOOL SYSIEM

SCHOOL NAMENAME

SUNNY MILLS 3, 5

. :
.

OURIONSVILLE
I 3

5

.99.0
115.0

4
BUSHEY DRIVE . 3 107.0 -3.31 3.92 -.65 3.32 4.07 -.75 3.54 4:39 ...65 3.76 t' 4.02 -.265 '106.0 . 5.24 5415 *1,71 5.17 5.88 -.71 :5.68 6.03 -.35 5.48 6.06 7.0

. .,
.

.,CANDLEWOOU 3 115.0 4.90. 4.51 .30 5.21 4.60 +.61 5.24 4.88 +.36 4.62 4.45 +.17,5 *111.0 6.49
. 6.11 +.35 6.55 6.13 +.37 6.06 6.25 .471 0 6.75 6.26 +.47

.

CANNON ROAU . 3 104.0 4.36
. 5. 109.0 6.33

EsksEknEs SPRINGS 3 113.0
,5- 113.0

CARL SANOWR 3 105.0
5 aud,o

CASNELL

CEOAR GROVE

CHEVY CHASE

...CLARA RAMTJN

,ACLARK5RUR6

CLOVERLY

COLD SPRIk4

CULESVILLE

cOLLgRr GARDENS

:

CONGRESSIO4AL

VOCAHULARY ! REAO/NGICOMPRENENSION

GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY.. OIFFFM AVERAGE MARY.. '' OIFFE
LAND . EhCE A a LAND ENCE.SAS . . RE NOT*, ' * GE NORM

1 . e...
4 .

104.0 4.4.Q 3.110' +.69 40' 3.92 3.87 +.05 4.71 4.20 4.51 4.25 3.85 +.43108.0 5.55 5035, 5.37 5.85 ..51 5.79 6.03 -.24 6.07 5.06 +.01

3 106,0
0 5 106.0

'3 115.0
5 11,4.0

3 107.0
5 112.0

3 100.0 5.40
5 96.0 5.12

3 4.05
'5 110.0 5.71

-.4 I

' 4 ,

SKILL AREAS

a

3.76 3.98 +.25 3.79 3.53
6.60. 6.46 +.14 .1 6.65 S. 6.45

4.93
7.08

3.8o
5.94

+.54 4.27
+.39 6.39

4.35 4.38 -.03 4.21 4.46 . -.25 4.69 4.76 -.07 4.29 4.34 -.056.44 6.25 .16 6.49 ° 6.29 +.20 6.48 6.41 +.07 6.48. 6.43 +.05

4.09 (4.06 +.03 4.15 4.13 +.02 4.41 4.45 -.04 4.00 4.07 -.07
5.62 '5.65 -.03 5.56 5.86 -.30 5.78 6.03 .25 6.09 6.06 +.03
4.32 3.93 +.3* 4.59
6.45 5.68 +.77 0 6.96

3 106.0 4.10 4.06 .04 4.26107.0 5.63 5.77 .06 . 5.53

4.51
6.37

3.1fi 3.99 ,..21 3.76
5.27 6.20 -.93 5.11

4.42 4.93.

3.87 +.40 5.14
5.96 +.43 6.54

4.00 +.59 r 4.59
5.72 1.1.26 r 6.29

4.13
5.80

+.13
+.03

5:16
6.30

4.60 +.33 5.29
+.71 6.96 6.37 +.59 6.04

a
3.54 : 3.51
4.99 +.13 5.15

2

6.21 1.10 5.01

3.60 .00

4.20
6.10

LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

AVERAGE MARY.. OIFFFR.. AVERAGE MARY.. DIFFER..
LANO ENCE LAND ENCE

GE NORM . GE NORM,.,

+.26 4.02 3.89 4.13 1- 3.72 3.56 +.14
4.20 6.70 6.56 +.14 6.40 6.56 -.16

+.94 4.25 3.65 +.43
+.74 16.33 6.13 4.20

4.a2 +.27 4.55 306. +.595.87 +.42 6.03 5.910 +1.02

4.07
5.98

4.56 +.41 4.67 4.45
6.45 +.46 7.02 6.50

4.45' +.71 4.61
5.95 1..35 6.07

4.07 -.31 3.06 4.39 .43 4.03
6.33 -1.32 t 5.56

3.49 3.0!
5.05 +.07 5.10 5.27

3 114.0 4.10 4.44 *.34 4.14 4.53 ....Po 4.56 462 ...26 4.13 4.40 ...27

5 112.0 . 6.14 6.20 , -06 6.19 6.21 -.02 7.17 6.33 +.54 * 6.66 6.35 +.33
.. .3 112.0 :11 40C11 .21 . 4.41 4.40 +.01 5.00 4.70 +.30 '4.32 .. 4.29 *.f.03

5 114.0
+.36 a 6.47 6.37 +.10 6.67 6.46 +.10 6.67 6.50 +.17

3 113.0 4.26 9.3b -.10 4,39 4.46 .01 4.66 4.76 -.10 4.52 4.34 +.1ab. 1070 5.67 ° 5.77 -.10 5.56 5.60 -.22 500 5.95 ...05 6.00 5.96 +.02
(

-.46 3.41 3.63 -.22
".17 5.17 5.31

3 107.0 4.12 3.99 +.13 , 4.23 4.07 +.16 4.57 4.39 +.16 4.25 4.02 +.23
tP 114.0 6.11 +.09 646 6.13 +.05 6.44 6.25 +.10 6.34 6.28 +.06

4.31 4.14 4:40 -.26 4.44 4.70 +.14 4.054.29 -.216.03 -.32 5.65 6.04 -.39 6.02 6.18 -.26 5.49 6.20 -.21
CONNECTICUT PARK 3 106.0 3.84 4.06 -.22 4.07 4.13 -.06 , 4.p2 4.45 -.23 3.59 4.07 -.1'6

b 5 104.0 5.66 9.51 45 5.24 5.56 .32 5.17 5.72' -.58 5.67 5.76 -.09,
!.

o

4.02 +.01
6.35 .049

+.54 r
4.09

+.22
4.52

-.14

.

, t SEE CHAPTER 41 SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFJNITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION,OF ASTERISK 141ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.,
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(CRESTHAVEN.- GARRETT PARK)

TABLE SCHOOL LEVEL -- COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE*

d SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN'.
PERCENT . PERCENTTOTAL AVERAGE' AVERAGE YEARS STAFF PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN' GRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S DISAD- EDUCA- FAMILY

'

t .,

SCHOOL NAME

ORGANI-
ZATION

(1)

ENROLL-
RENT
(2)

STAFF
RATIO,
(3)

ATTEN
DANCE
(4)

DEGREE
OR ABOVE

(9)

VAN-
TAGED
(10)

TION OF
MOTHER
(11)

INCOME
(6/
(12)

TEACHER
(5)

ADMIN.
(6)

TEACHER
(7)

ADMIN.
(8)

CRESTHAVEN K -6 358 19.3 96.3 17.5 1.0 12.5 21.5 48.6 3.1 12.6 17619.0

DAMASCUS K -6. 746 21.9 95.9 32.0 2.0 11.3 19.3 20.6 9.0 12.2 12961.0

DARNESTOWN K -6 405 18.4 95.8 21.0 1.0 14.4 42.0 50.0 4.9 12.3 13764.06
i

DENNIS AVENUE K26 . 211 ne.9 96.1 11.5 1.0 8.1 47.0 16.0 . 1.0 12.7 16769.0

EAST SILVER SPRING K76 311 17.8 95.2 16.5 1.0 8.3 11.0 28.6 5.9 12.6 11630.0

EbWARD U TAYLOR PRE K -6 170 16.2 94.9

t

9.5 1.0 12.8 14.0 28.6 7.4 12.2 12604.0

ENGLISH MANOR K -6 544 22.2 95.3 23.5 1.0 7.0 22.0 36.7 5.7 12.8 1906640

'

FAIRLAND K -6 664 21.8 96.5 28.5 2.0 9.8 17.3 32.8 5.6 12.7 17476.0

FARMLAND / K -6 580 23.2 96.2 24.0 1.0 12.6 19.5 32.0 0.8 14.7 28156.0

FERNWOOD K -6 290 20.7 95.8 13.0 1.0 6.1 19.0 21.4 0.9 14.2 24029.0A

FIELDS ROAD PRE K -6 453 22.0 94.1 19.6 1.0 8.0 14.0 43.6 11.8 12.8 18475:0

0 FLOWER VALLEY K76 665 21.8 96.6 28.5 2.0 12.6 27.0 29.5 8.3 12,9 16166.0

FOREST GROVE K-6 310 13.8 96.4 21.5 1.0 11.6 10.0 71.1 -3.1. 12.6 17637.0

FOREST KNOLLS K -6 272 12.7 95.9 20.5 1.0 11.5 37.0 51.,2 2.6 12.7 19969.0

FOUR CORNERS PRE K-6 ' 336 17.1 96.7 18.6 1.0 9.3 6.0 25.5 8.6 12.6 16780.0

GAITHERSBURG K-6 638 19.3 94.3 31.0 2.0 .10.5 23.0 21.2 6.4 12.2 11730.0
4,

'GALWAY K -6 596 23.4 95.5 23.5 2.0 9.1 20.1 23.5 0.4 12.4 '''14i100

GARRETT PARK K -6 348 20.5 96.7 16.0 1.0 10.9 27.0 41.2 3.1 13.8 16755.0

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

a. t) (1
t)

4-308



(CKESTHAVEN 7 GARRETT PARK)

MONTGO4EMY COUI4TY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND. NORMS, BY SKILL
AREASI WITH, NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

(ON.TROLLED*

SKILL AREAS
V

VOCAOULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL' MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY.. DIFFER.. AVERAGE DIFFER - AVERAGE MARY.. MIFFER-,-AVERAGE MARY.. DIFFER..

SAS GE

'RLSTHAVEN 3 115.0 4.53
5 109.0 6.23

DAHASCuS 3 108.0 3.91
5 108.0 5.67

UARNESTOWN 3 106.0 t 4.03
5 106.0 5.69

(4.10115 AVE+Uf 3.80_1311,104,10

0 4.83

LAST 611.404 SPRING 3 100.0 3.32

EOAAHO U TATLOH 3 89.0 2.81
5 111.0 4.64

ENGLISH 1444011 3 111.0 4.22
5 112,0 6.31

FAIRLAtU 3 111.0
*.31

S 106.41,.... 6.02

fAAM14,10 3 09.0 4.38
5 '415.0 6.98

FLAH*00D 3 114.0 4.31
5 116.0 6.84

F1LLUS ROA., 3 104.0 3.62
s 107.0 5.80

FLOWER VALLEY 3 113.0 4.13
5 115.0 6.29

FOhEST GROVE 3 10040 3.97
S 112.0 6.82

LANG EHCE LAND ENCE ANO ENCE LAND EKE

NORM GE NORM GE NORM GE `NORM

4.49 .04
6.06 .17

4.03 ,..12

5.80 -.13

303' .12
5.70 -.01

,
4.20 -.40
5.70 -.87.

3.58 -.26

2.95 -.14
5.98 -1.34

4.28 -.06
6.32 -.01

4.26 .12
5.86 .16

4,31 .07
6.96 .02

4.54 -.23
6.85 -.01

3.87 -.25
5.97 -.17

4.38 -.75
5.49 -.'O

4.09 -.12
6.26 ..56

y.

4.58 4.08 .00 4.74 4.80
6.02 6.03 -.01 6.40 6.18

3.96 4.12 -.16 4.13 4.44
5.84 5.85 -.01 6.19 .6.00

4.14 4.00 .14 4.57 4.32'
5.79 5.73 .06 5.73 5.68

3.97 4.26 -.29 4.23 ,4.57
4.84 5.67 -.83 4,92 5.82

3.25 3.64 -.39 3.57 3.98

2.72 2.93. -.21 . 204' 3.31
4.69 6.04 -1.35 4.44 6.19

4.10 4.33 -.23 4,4.45 4.62
5.87 6.26 -.39 6.19 6.43

4.26 4.33 -.07 4.73 4.62
6.06 5.82 .24 6.28 . 5.96

.

4.62 4.27 .35 5.22 4,.54

6.72 6.72 40 6.07 6.85

4.17 4.56 -.39 4.75 4.83
6.45 6.69 -.24 6.74 6.81

3.74 3.89 -.15 4.05 . 4.21

.
5.78 5.91 -.13 5.70 6.07

4.33 4.46 -.13 4.46: 4.75
6.48 604 +.03 6.48 6.60

5

3.92 4.14 -.22 4.15 '4.45
6.56 6.23 .33 6.44 6.39

-.12
. ,22

-.11
.19

a,
...15

4.36
6.50

3.62
6.15

4.21
6.18

4.45'
6,21

4.06
'6.03

3.96

-.34 3.87 4.19
.90 5.43 5.56,

-.41 3.46 3.64

-.37 2.79 . 3.09
-1.35 5.13 6.21

».17 4.23 4.26
+.24 6.17 6.44

.11 4,29 4.25

.30 5.91 6.01

4.60 4.57 4.25
, 4.12 7.05 6.85

.05 4.15 4.56
-.07 6.50 6.82

-.16 3.61 3.90
-.37 5.67 6.10

-.29 4.34 4.36
-.12 6.58 6.61

-.30 4.05 4.10
'4..05 6.57 6.4,0

FOREST KNOI.LS

F0011 CORNEAS

AAITHcHSOUAG

GALWAY

GANNETT PARK

.

3

5

3
5

3
5

3
5

3
5

113.0
113.0

102.0
107.0

101.0
98.0

112.0
111.0

110.0
416.0

4.53
6.61

4.01
6.11

3.15
4.66

4.29
6.14

4.10
6.72

4.39
6.41

3.74
.5.69

3.62
5.10

4.32
6.19

4.24
6.56

.14

.20

',.27
.22

4..47

. -.44

.0!
-.05

...14

.16

4.80 .
6,55

3.95
6.20

3.42
4.79

4.40
6.22

4.28
6.72

4.45
6.33

3.76
5.87

3.69
5.16

4.39
6.16

Cr

4.30
6.55

.35

.22

.19

.33

,.27
-.37

.01

.06

-.02
.17

5.25
6.56

4.27
6.46

3.448
4.57,

--I

404
6.17

4.27
6.68

'

4.q4
6.52

4.09
6.03

,403
5.29

4.68
6.32

4.60
6.62

.51

.04

.16
4.43

-.55
-.72

.26
*.15

-.33
.d6

4

4.56
6.71

3.85
6.14

3.33
4.94

4.21
6.27

3.93
6.61

1.37
6.53

3,78
(OS,'

3.69
5-.34

4.30
6.34

4.20
6.64

1, SEE CHAPTER Ar SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK ()
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

3 4 .9

4-309

-.09
.29

.24

.12

::1;
,

-.32
-.43

-.18

-.30
-1.08

-.03
- -.27

.04 --.,

'-.10

.32

.20

-.31
-.02

.,.05
.17

4.19
418

.07

.09

-.36 1

.40

-.09 '

-.07

....27
7.03



* -

r GARRETT ?ARK)

TABLE 5. RELATION .OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS; BY SKILL
AREAS; WITH NONVERBAL 'ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS,"
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*MONTGOMERY COUI.TY

SCHOOL SYSTEM .

seHoot. NAME

CRESINAVEN

1....

DAMASCUS

-

DARNESTOWR

'DENNIS A9EAUE

Las3 SIWIEA SPITING

EDAAPD U TAYLOR

ENGLISH MA.IOR

4
FAIRLAHU

FARMLAND

FL/INWOOD

FIELDS ROA,'

FLOWER !ALLEY

FOhEST GROVE

4

.

FOREST KNOLLS

FOUR CORNERS

GAITHERSISURG

QAUWAY

GARRETT PARK

* * SKILL AREAS

VOCARULAR READING COMPREHENSION ' LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL
GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE. MARY.. D/FFFP... AVERAGE MARY.. DIFFER AVERAGE MARY..LAND 'ErCE LAND ENCE LANDSAS ": GE NORM GE NORM GE NORM

3 115.0 4.53 4.51
5 109.0 6.23. 5:94

.3 108.0 3.91 4.06
5 108.0 5.67 5.85

.

3 106.0 4.05 3.93
5 1'86.0 5.69 5.60

'

3 110.0 3.80 4.10
104.0 4.83 5.51

3 100.0 3.32 3.54

3 64.0 2.61 2.8"
5 111.0 4.64 6.11

3 111.0 4.22 4.25
5 112.0 b.31 6.20

3 111.0 4.38 4.25
5 106.0 6.02 5.68

3 109.0 4.35 4.12
5 115.0 6.98 6.46

3 114.0 4.31 4.44
5 116.0 6.84 6.5"

3 104.0 3.62 3.80
b 107.0 5.80 5.77

1 113.0 4.13 4.38
5 115.0 6.29 6.46

3 108.0 3.97 4.06
5 112.0 6.82 6.20

.

3 113.0 4.53 4.36
5 113.0 0.61 6.28

3 102.0 4.01 3.67
5 107.0 5.11 5.77

L.

3 101.0 3.15 3.61
5 98.0 4.66 4.99

3 112.0 4.29 4.31
5 111.0 b.14 6.11

3 110.0 4.10'
5 116.0 6.72 6.54

4.02
4.29

4.58
6.02

4.60
5.96

...02

4.06

-.15 3.96 4.13 -.17
-.18 5.54 5.65 -.04

.

+412 4.14 4.00 4.14
4.01 5,79 5.72 4.07

-.38 3.97 4.27 -.30.68 4.84 5.56 -.72

-.22 3.25 3.60 -.35

2.72 2.87 -.15
'+1.47 4.69 6.13 -1.44

-.03 4.10 4.33 -.23
4.11 5.87 6.21 -.34

4.13, 4.26 4.33 -.07
4.34 6.05 5.7, +.34

4.25 4.62 4.20 +.42
4.52 6.72 6.45 +.27

-40 4.17 4.53 `...36
..34 6.45 6.53 -.08

-.18 3.74 3.87 -.13
4.03 5.78 5.80 -.02

-.25 4.33 4.46 -.13
-.17 6.48 6.45 4.03

....09 3.92 4.13 -.21
4.82 '6.56 6.21 4.35

4.15 4.80 4.46 4.34
4433 6.55 6.29 4.26

4.34 3.99 3.73 4.22.
4.34 5,40 5.80 4.40

-.46 3.42 3.67 -.25
-.33 4.79 45.08 -.29

...Oa 4.40 4.40 s.TO
4.03 6.22 6.13 4.09

4.28 447 +.01
4.15 06.72 6.53 +.19

4.74 4.88
6.40 6.10

4.13 4.45
6.19 6.03

4.57 4.32
5.73 5.57

.

4.23 4.57
4.42 5.72

1.47' 3.95
t

2.94 A: 3.27
4.64 6.25

4.45 4.63
6.19 6.33

4473' 4.63
6.25 5.57

5.22, t 4.51
6,97 e.56

4.75 4.82
6.74 6.63

4.05 4.20
5.70 5.95-

4.45 4.76
6.45 _ 6.56

4.95 4.45
5.44 6.33

5.2. 4.76
5.56 6.41

a

4.27 4017
16.46 5.95

i

'3.45 4.01
4.67 5.27

k
4.94 4.70
5.17 5.25

4.27 4.57
6.58 6.63

t, SEE CHAPTER 4. SECTIDN 4.1.2 FDA DEFINITIDNS'OF TEAMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK I/ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
4'

1) 4 i
't

.4 -310

DIFFFR.. AVERAGE
ENCE

-GE

MARY..
LAND
NORM

*WEER..
ENCE

...14 4.36 4.45 +.09
4.30 6.50 6.13 +.37

-.12 3.82 4.07 -.25
4.16 6.15 6.06 +.09

4.25 4.21 3.96 +.25
.116 6.18 5.91 4.27

-.34 3 :07 4.18
-.80 5.43 5.76 -.33

3.40 3.03 -.17

'2.79 3.03 ...24
r1.41 5.13 6.28 +1.15

-.18 4.23 4.23 4.05
-.14 6.17 6.15 -.18

+.10 4.24
. 4.4 4.06

4.41 5.91 5.91 4.00

4.71
...01

4.57
7.05

4.12'
6.55-

4.45
400

,

-.07 4.15 4.40 -.25
4.11, 6.80 6.65. 4.15 '

-.15 3.61 5.55 -.24
-.25 5.67 5.98 -.31

6
-.30 4.34 4.34 4.00
...08 6.5P 5.55 4.04

...30 4.05 4.07 ...02
4.11 6.57 6.35 4.22

.

4.49 4.55 4.34 4.22
+.15 0.71 6.43 4428

+.20 ' 3.85 3.74 4.11
4.51 6.14 5.98 4.16

-.53 3.33 3.69 -.36
-.70 . 4.04 5.31 -.37

4.24 4.21 4:29 ....GB

-.00 6.27 .46.2a -A1

-.30 3.03 4.18 -.25
4.05 6.61 6.65 .04-



.(GEORGETOWN. HILL - LAKE NORMANDY)

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL -- COMMUNITY -AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCE
PROFILE*

..s.,,...-

c
.

SCHOOL NAME

,

GRADE
ORGANI-
ZgTION

(1)

TOTAL
SCHOOL
ENROLL...
MENT
(2)

PUPIL/
STAFF
RATIO
13)

PERCENT
AVERAGE
DAILY o

ATTEN
DANCE
(4)

,

TOTAL NO.

.

.

AVERAGE YEARS
EXPERIENCE

PERCENT
STAFF
MASTER'S
DEGREE

OR ABOVE
(9)

SCHOOL AGE PILDREN
.

PERCENT
DISAD..
YAW..

TAGED
'(10)

MEDIAN
EDUCA-.
TION OF
MOTHER
(11)

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME
(A)
117)

TEACHER
' (5)'

ADMIN.
(61

TEACIAN
(7)

ADMIN.
(II/

GEORGETOWN HILL K -6 596 22.5 96.0 24.5 2.0 12.2 (29.3 54.7 0.6 13.7 .

O

GEORGIAN FOREST K-6 371 16.5 95.2 21.5 1.0 '10.1 16.5 35.5 3.0 12.8

GERMANTOWN,. PRE K -6 521 20.1 95.5 24.9 1.0 12.5 12.0 40.6 9.7 12.1

GLEN HAVEN K -6 542 23.1. 94.3 22.5 1.0 10.4 11.0 29.8 1.8 12.6

GLENALLEN K -6 414 22.4 94.1 17.5 ..0 7.9 20.2 24.3 4.5 12.8

GLENMONT K -6 48 20.2 95.4 23.0 1.0 1.3.3 18.3 5e.0 2.5 12.4

GREENWOOD K-5 415 .4 96.2 17.5 1.0 8.0 19.5 21.6 6.7 12.7

GROSVENOR K -6 384 22.6 95.3 16.0 1.0 15.6 . 17.0 17. 0.9 13.6

HARMONY HILLS K -6 553 24.0 95.9 22.0 1.0 13.8 24.0 36.9 4.7 12.8

HIGHLAND PRE K-6 660 22.6 95.9 27.3 2.0 16.2 13.5 36.3 2.2 12.4

HIGHLAND VIEW K -6 394 22.5 93.7 16.5 1.0 5.7' 41:0 )34? , 9.7 12.6
....

HILLANDALE K -6 285 23.7 96.1 11.0 1.0 11.7 2106.' 45.8 2.1 12.8

II

HOLIDAY PARK PRE K,6 473 19.2 94.8 23..6 1.0 13.1 28.0 20.3 7.2 12.4

HUNGERFORD K -6 174 82.0 9546 16.0 1.0 11.4 32.0 23.5 1.8 12.7

JACKSON ROAD K -6 546546 21.0 96.2 25.0 1.0 29.0 30.8 0.2 12.9

:.
,

KEMP MILL K -6 383 18.2 96.5 20.0 1.0 13.8 23.8 52.4 0.5 12.9

'KENSINGTON PRE K.'q, 326 17.0 94.3 18.1 1.0 15.1 22.3 31.4 5.7 12.8

LAKE NORMANDY K -6 509 22.1 95.5 2(.0 1.0 7.9 19.0 34.8 0r0 146.4.,.

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION, OF TERMS.
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A

21020.0

15735.0

12133.0

15414.0

13821.0

13509.0

15640.0

19122.0'

14820.

1340210

13154.0

17619.0

12591.0

17217.0

19942...3"4""+-4440.

20969.0

15569.0

24151.0



(GEORGETOWN HILL - LAKE NORMANDY)'

16.41400HEHY COUNTY'
SCHOOL SYSTEM

TABLE 4., RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO NARYLAND NORMS,. BY SKILL
AR:EAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY
CONTROLLED*

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGi TOTAL -MATHEMATICAL TOTh.

scnuot. NAME

6L0RELTOWH HILL, g 1160 4.77 4.61 ...16 4.96 4.67 +.31 5.44 : 4.94 +.50 4.82 4.54 +.26. .

145.0 6.65 6.64 +.01 6.56 6.67 -.01 6.776.55 +.01 6.66
.....

6268 +.091-

;

GL0H61.04.41., 3 107.0. 3.90 4.02 ' -.12 3.91 4.08 -.17 4.24 4.39 -.15 '3.85 4.03 6-,.18

5 109.0 5.88 6.00 -.12 5.76 6.00 -.24 .6.01 16.13 -.12 G.02 6.16 -.14

.7

GLRM4y0iJo

b

GLEN riAVEH

'61.L NALL. EN

01-..N400.

GItEENN ;OD

GNOS0E. NOR

flAPMONY HI,LS

HU:MLA/13

1(41151000

.A61.' tbol44.10Y

GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE ,14.04,- DiEterb-. AVERAGE MARY...-. DIFFERr'AVERAGE MARy-:. OIFFFR.. AVERAGE MARY.- DIFFER-

LAND ENCE' LAND ENCE ' - LAND ENCE. ' LAND EncE

SAS GE !NORM ,GE NORM RE' NORM I ' GE NORM

3 96.U, 3.33
5 101.0 4.98-

)s

3.34 -.01 3.30 3.37 -.07 3.78 3.72 +.06 3.35 3.44 -.09

p.30 -.32 5.13 5.36 -.23 5.46 5.50 -..44 5.23 5.55 -.32

4
'

3 101.0 3.61 3.67 -.06 3.56 . 3.69 -.13 3.43 4.03 -.20 3.61 3.72 -.11'

5 106.0 5.25 , 5.78 -.53 ' 5.49 5.78 -.29 5.70. 5.92 -.22 5.71 5.95 -,24

.
.

3 104.0 3.49 3.83 -.34 3.46 1.789 -.43 3.69. .4.22 -.53 3.54 3.86

5 111.0 6.15 6.06 4.09 .6.05 6.10. -.05 6.17 6.21 -.04 5.97. 6.24 -.27

3 101.0
5 105.0

3.56 3.65 -.09
5.33 5.63 -.30

1.

3.68 3.69 -.09 3.80 4.03 -.23 3.86 3.71 4.15
S.46 5.67 -.21 5.80 5.80 4.00. 5.96.. 5.84 ...-12

. , .

... - -. . .

3 108.0 4.19 ,4,07 4:12 4.13 4.14 -.01 4.57 4.45 4..12 -4.06 4.06 4.,00

5 106.0 6,01 5.79 - ..22. 543 5.79 +.14 5.79 5.93 ...14- . 6.31 5,96 +.35
.

. 9 .

,

3 107.0 4.13 4.08 .015. 4.39 4.10 +29 4.65 4.41 +.24 4.31 4.06 4.25

5 115.0 6.48 6.56 -.08 6.31 6.51 -.20 6.56 6.62 -.06 61 6.63 -.11,

, . .

3 106.0 - 3.90, 3.95 -,05 3.93' 4.02 -.09 4.45 4.33 . +.12 4.05, 3:97 +.06

5 1060 5.73 , 5.77 -.04",5.40 5.78 -.38 5,54 ,5.90 -.36 6.04 5.94 +.10

.

3 107.0 3.98 3.99 -.01 3.84 4.U7 -.23 4.18 4.39 -.01 3.87 4.01 -.14'

5 106.0 5.84 5.69 ..IS 5.75 5.73 +.02 6.09 5.87 +.22 6.16 5.90 +.26

H1610LAHDVILM 3 105.0 3.98 4.05 -.07 4.02 4.14 -.12 4.27 4.45 ...15 4.03 4.06 -.03

S 106.0 5.88 5.70 4.18 5.80 5.75 +.05 6.01 5.86 +.15 5.74 . 5.90 -.16

HILLANDALL 3 111.0 4.23 4.26 .03 4.12 4.33
5 109.0 5.89 6.06 -.17 5.80 '6.03

-.21 4.25 7 4.63 -.38 4.06 4.25 -,.19"

-.23 5.47 6.18 -.21 .5.86 6.21 -.35

f

11OL1DAY PA,.K 3 105.0 3.48
4.79

3.86 -.38 3.31
b
3.94 -.63 * 3.69 4.27 -.58 3.44 3.90 ...46

5 100.0 5.27 -.48 4.87 .5.31 -.44 4.82 5.44 '-.62 4.99 5.49 -.50

. 9

014181.10tHo) 3 113 .52 4.37 4.15 4.84 4.45 . +.39 4.80 4.74 +.06 4.46. 4.35 4.11

5 10 6.17 +.08 6.480 ' 6.18 6.05 ..13 6.17 6.02 +.15 ^ 6.25 6.20 4.28

JAElbS./H ROAD 3 113.0 4.55- 4.40 - +.15 4.47 4.46 +.01 4.87 4.74 +.13 4.27 4.374' -.10
5 113.0 A.53 6.42 4.41 6.13 6.34 -.21 6.50 6.52 -.OP 6.49 6.53 -.04

44 .
1 .....

1.0WH1Lb 3 108.0 4.29 4.13 ..16 4.26 4.14 +.12 4.92° 4.44 +.48 4.48 4.12' 4.56
5 111%0 6.61 6.33 +.28 &.49 6.23 +.26 6.45 6.41 +.04 6.20 6.42 -.22

4 103.0
1 0 4 , 0

3 116.0
5 113.0

.
. 0

3.51' 3.79 ..28 3.23 3.83 -.60 * 3.70 4.15
5.92 8.67 +.25 5,65 5.66 -.01 6.17 5:39

fi

4.58 4.66 -.08 4.58 4.69 -.11 4.80 4.96 -.16 4.39 4.57 -.18
6.49 6.67 .18 6.35 6.50 -.15 6.37 6.61 -.24 6.42 6.62 -.20

-.45 3'.60 3.83 -.23
4.38 74 5.83 -.09

SEE CHAPTER WSECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK ( *.)

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

84 3
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(GEORGETOWN HILL LAKE NORMANDY)

MONTGOMERY COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS,. BY SKILL
AREAS, RITH.NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STAT
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*

4. nle SKILL AREAS

.1100ASDLARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEVAIICAL TWTAL
SCItOOL NAME GRADE,AVERAGE

.

5A5

AVERAGE

GE

MARY-
LAND,
NORM

LFFFEF., AVERAGE
E,10E
.

GE "

MARY-
LAND .

GLORGLTOWN HILL 3
5

116.0
_115.0

4.77
5.65

4.57
6.46

+.2n
+.19

4.98
6.56

4:66 40.
6.45

GLORGIAN AbREST 3 107.0 3.90' 3.99 -.09 3.91 .4.07
5 109,0 5.88 5.94 -.06 9.76. 5:96

GLRMANTOWN a 96.0 3.33 3.29 +.04 3.30 3.335 10140 4.98 5.2b -.27 5.13 5.32

GLEN HAVEN 3 -101.0 3.61 3.61 ..00 3.56 3.67
5 106.0 5.25 5.68 -.43 5.49 5.72

GL6ALLLN .5 104.0 3.49 3 80 -.41 3.875 111.0 6.45 6.11 +.04-
.4.46
6.05 8.13

GLLNM9IT .3 101.0' 3:56 3.61 , 3,40. 3.b7
5 105.0 5.33 5.60 -.27 5,46 5.64

6ftEN.000 3 1118.0 4.19 4.06 +.11 4.13 4.13
5 106.0 6.01 .5.68 -.,. +.33 5.93 5.72

GRosvooR 3 107.0 4.13 3.99 +.14 4.39 4.075 119.0 6.4s 6.46 +.02 6.31 6.45

HARROW., HI-LS u 3_ 106.0 3.90 3.93 -.01' 3.93 4,00
5 106.p 5,73 , 5.68 +.05 5.40 5.72

HIGHLAND 3 107.0 3.98 3.9° -.01 3.84 . 4.075 106.0 5.84 5.68 +.16 5.75 5.72

HIGHLAND VIEW 3 108.0 3.98 4.06 -08 4.02 4.135 106.0 5.88 5.68 +.20 5.80 '5.72

eHILLAN0ALL A 111,0 4.23 4.25 -.02 4.12 4.33
5 109,0 5.09 5.94 -.05 5.80 5.96

HULIOAY' PA 2K 3 105.0, 3.48 3.86 -.3A
11113j7

3.93 '

5 100.0 4.79 5.17 -.3A 5.24.

f
HUNGEyFORU 3 113.0 4.52 -4.38 +.14 4.84 . 4.46

b 109.0 6.18 6.94 +.24 6.17,, 5.96

0JACK5GN ROAD 3 113.0 4'455 4.30 4,47 4.46
5 113.0 6'453 6.2,8 ::275 6.13 6.29

.

3 108.0 4.29 4.06 4...23 4.26 4.13
5 ,111.0 6.61, S

6..11 +.50, 6.49 6.13

KENSINGTON '3 103.0 3.51 3,74 -.23 3.23 3.80104.0 5.92 5.51 +.41 5.b5 5.56

LAKE NORM.C.OY 3 4.58 4.57 +.01 4.513 4.66
113,0 0 6.49 6.28 +.21 6.35 6.29

DIFFER- AVL0AGE
ENCE

..

,nE

+.32 5.44
+.11 6.66

-.16 4.24
-8211 6.01

-.03 3.78,
-.19 5,06

-.11
-.23

MARY-
LAW-
NORM

8IFFFR- AVERAGE
ENCE.

GE

4.94 +.50 4.82'
6.56 +.10 6.77

4.39' 3.85
6.10 -.09 6.02

'3.70 +.014- 3.35
5.50 ..44 5.23

MARY- OTFFER
LANO : ENCE
NORM

4.51
6.58

+.31
+:19

4.02 ..17
6,13 -.11

3.41 -.06
'5.53

3.83 4.01 -.111 3.61 3.69 ...08
5.70 5.87 -.17 5.71 5.91 -.20

-.41 1.69 4.20 -.51 3.54 3.85-.08 6.17 6.25 -.OR 5.97

-.07 .3.40 4.01 -.21 3.86 3.69 +.17-.1A 9.40 5.89 +.08 5.96 5.83 +.13

-0.00 4.'57
+.21 5.79

+.32
-.14

4.65
6.56

-.07 45
--.32 5.54

4.45 +42 4.08 4.07 +.01
5.87 -.OA 6.31 5.91 +.40

4.39. +.26 ,4.3t 4.1)2 +.296.56 +.n0 6.52 6.587 -.06

4.32 +.11 4.09 3.96 +.09
4 5.07 -.33 6.04 5.91_ +.13

-.23 4.18 4.39 -.01 3.R7 4.02 -.15+.03 6.09 5.07 +.22 6.16 5.91 +.25

-.II' 4.27 4.45 .:11, 4.113 4,07
+.08 6,01 5.87 +.14 5.74 9.94 -.17

-.21, 4.25 4.63 -.-3A 4.06 4.23 -.17
-.16' 5.07 6.10 7.13 p6 6.13 -.27

-.62 3.69 1(.26 -.57 3.44 3.91 -.47-.37 4.02 5142 -.60 '4.99 9.46 ....47

+.12
v+.38 4.89

6.25 46.7111

+,04 4.46 4.34
+.35+.21 +.19 6.44 - 6.13

6.50

n1

+.11
,4,

-.07+.01 4.07 4.27 ' 4.34
6.43-.16

4.76
+.00 6.496.41

\,

+.41
+.13 4012 4.07

6.45 6....2Z: ::N 6.28 -.08+.36
4.4A
6.2G

-.57 1.70 4.14 -.44 3.60
+.09 6.17 5.72 +.45 5.74

3.80
5.76

-.20
'44.02

-.08 4.00 4.94 -.14 4.39 4.91- -.12
+.06 6.17 6.41 -.04 6.42 2.. 6.43 -41

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS.USED AND 2XPLAATION OF ASTERISK ( *1

r

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES. .>

3,1 I

4,314



(LAKEWOOD 4. OAKLAND TERRACE)
-4-

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL--,-COMMUN I TY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
etx -PROF I LE*

'Ar4

SCHOOL NAME

GRADE'
ORGANI.
ZATION

(1)

TOTAL
'SCHOOL
:ENROLL-

. MENT.
'(2)

:

PUPIL/
STAFF
RATIO
(3).

PEkCENT
AVERAGE
DAILY '.

ATTEN
DANCE '''
(4)

.

.

'TOTAL NO.
AVERAGE YEARS
EXPERIENCE

PERCENT
STAFF

MASTER'S
DEGREE
OR ABOVE

(9)

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
./

PERCENT
MAO-.
VAN.-.

/AGED
110)

MEDIAN
EDUCA-
TION OF
MOTHER
(11)

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME
(A)

.

(12)

TEACHER
(5)

ADMIN.
(6)

TEACHER
(7)

.

ADMIN.
18)

.LAKE000D

LARCHMON

LAYTONSVILLE

LONE OAK

LUCY BARNSLEY

cuMANOik.:.

LYNNBROOK

MACDONAl. KNOLLS

MCKENNEY HILLS

MEADOW MALL

MILL CREEK TOWNE

rMONOCACY

MONTGOMERY KNOLLS

MONTROSE

NEW HAMPSHIRE ESTA

NORTH CHEVY CHASE

NORTH LAKE

OAKLAND TERRACE

K -6

PRE

K -6

K-6

PRE K-6

K -6

PRE. K-4

K -6

K -6

PRE K -6

K -6

K -6

K -6

1(.6

Ic-.6

-6

713

312 20.8 96.1 14.0 1.0 14.2

707 20.4

562 17.5 94.3 30.1 2.0 10.03 20.7 40.5 2.4 12.4- 13891.0

747 23.7 95.9 29.5 2.0 7.7 16.5 ,,34.9 0.0 13.0 19780.0

N.360 23.2 97.1 14.5 1.0 8.2 19.0 29.0 0.0 -- 14.6 25069.0

260 18.4 93.9 13.1 1.0 13.3 11.0 24.8
.

3.4 12.8 14589.0

221 21.0 96.2 9.5 1.0 ,12.9 16.0 66.7 .4.1 12.6' 14452.0

424 15.5 93.3 26.3

267 21.4 95.3 11.5 1.0

95.3 30.5 2.0 8.6 21.5 33.8 2.3 53.3 22014.0

C4

.18.4 40.0 3.4 13.7 , 2235.0

a 0
94.7 32.6 -2.0 12.0 22.0 20.2 6.8 144 *14025.0

1.0 14.1 38.0 22.0 10.2 11.9

13.9 21.0 .48.0 6.3 12.7

11590.0

16748.0
ro.

446 17.1 '95.5 25.0- 1.0 - 11.1 16.0 38.5 6.6 12.5 15670.0

762 21.2 94.9 34.0 2.0 7.3 23.0 27.8 0.2 12.9 17335.0
-

I

174 19.1 95.7 8.1 1.0 17.6 23.5 32.9' 12.8 12.0 10648.0

319 20.6 93.7 14.5 1.0 13.5 20.0 19.3 3.6 12.8 19474.0

365 22.1 95.0 15.5 1.0 13.3 31.7 36.4 1.8 12.7' 13707.0

260 17.3 92.6 14.0 1.0 15.6 23.7 53.3 8.5 , 12.3 10684.0

350 20.6 96.5 16.0 1.0 1.9 25.0 29.4 4.6 13.8 21546.0

i'

482 19.7 95.6 23.5 1.0 8.6 23.9 36.7 1.9 12.9 22261.0

K 593 21.6 95.7 26.5 1.0 15.3 19.0 40.0 4.6 12.6 16038.0

* SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

343
4-316
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(LAKEWOOD - OAKLAND TERRACE)

. MONTGOMERY COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BYSKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY
FINTROLLED* .

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY' READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL.

ENCE
SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE,, MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER-

LAND EI:CE ENCE LAND ENCE

SAS GE NORM GE NZ GE h= GE NORM

LAKEA000 114,0 4.18 , 4.49 -.31 4.27 4.53 .26 4.49
5 113.0 6.30 ' 6.52 -.22 4.136 6.40 -.04 6.44 '

LAKCHMoNT .5 111.0 4.22 4.33 ...11 4.28. 4.36 '.08 4.40'
b, 112.0 6.96 6.48 +.4ft 6.90 6.36 +.54 6669

LAyT0AVILLE --4 108.0 3.96 4405 -.09 4.10 .4.13 ..03 4.30

5 111.0 5.89 6.04 4.615 6.11 6.08 +.03 607

LUNE UAK 3 100.0 3.59 3.50 +.00 3.49 3.b3 -.11 3.63
5 99.0 4.50 5.25 -.75 4.44 5.27 -.83 4140

LUCY UARNSLEY 3 115.0 4.46 4.51 4;05 4.54 '4:58 -.04 4.60
5 113.0 6-.67 6.42 +.25 6.39 6.34 +.05. '6.65

LUAMAR0R 3 119.0 4.73 .4.85 -02 4.90 4.89 +.01 5.13
5 119;0 6,96 .. 7,10 .14 6.73 6.94 ..,21 7.22

LYNNBRoOK 3 106.0 3.63 3.95 -.32 3.55 4.02 ....47 3.A3
5 111.0 6.22 6.09 +.13 6.17 6.12 +.05 6.15

MAcCONALD ,NOLLS 3 106.0 3.59 3.94 -.35 3.64 4.01 '- -.37 4.11
5 110.0 6.05 6.01 4.04 5.85 6.03 -.18 5.71

,.

MAHYVALE 3 103.0 3.30 3.72 -.42 3.46 3.80 .34 3.72

MCKENNPY FULLS 3 1041.0 3.50 4.08 .4.50 3.70 4.14 4.14

5 113.0 5.89 6.29 -.40 5.70 6.28 -.58 5.76

mLADow am, 3 106.0 3.80 3.95 3.8a 4.01 * -.13 3.59

5 103.0 5.49 5.58 -.09 5%26 5.57 '4' -.31 5.70

MILL CREEK TO4NE 112.0 4.42 4.32' ..ln A.22 4.40 -.18 4.07

c't

5 108.0 5.90 6.00 6,01 5.96 +.05 6.14

MOhOCACY 3 10610 3.88 3.09 -.nt 3.86 . 3.99 -.13 4.92

5 112.0 6.04 5.96 +Oh 6,01 6.07 -.06 6.33

MONT60NEHT t.NOLLS 3' 95.0 3.44 3.37 +.07 3.41 3.32 +.09 Ada

5 105,0 5.92 5.87 .+.05 5.85 5.78 +.07 6.05

.... S
mOHTROSE 3 105.0 3.45 3.88 .43 3.65 3.95 -.30 4.16

5 111.0 5.13 6.05 -.92 5.47 600 -.63 5.68

,

NE% HAMPSHIRE LSTA 3 97.0 3.15 3.39 3.20 3.44 -.24 3.54

NORTH cHEve CHASE 3 113.0 -4.21 4.45 .4.24 4.45 4.49 -.04 4.75

5 112.0 6.56 6.47 +.09 6.34 6.36 -.02 6.77

NORTH LAM.. 3 113.0 4.05 4.42 .37 4.13 4.46 -.33 4.37

5 112.0 6.07 6.44 -.37 5.90 6.31 -.41 6.27

.

.

OAKLAND TERRACE 3 108.0 3.86 4.07 -.21 4.11 4.13 .02 4.14

5 '107.0 5.53 5.87 a...34. 5.43 5.85 -.42 5.40

.

i SEE CHAPTER 4. SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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4.81 -.32 4.24 4,44 -.20
6.57 ° -.13 6.42 6.5M .16

4.64 -.24 4.03-. 4.29 .26
6.49 +.211 C.87 6.51 +.36

4.44 .14 4.00 4.07 -.07
6.23 ...16 6.30 6.25 +.05

3.97 -.34 3.42 3.66 -.24
5.41 -1.01 4.71 5.46 -.75

4.86 +.03 4.46 4.47 -.01

6.51 +.14 6.61 6.52 +.09

5.14' r.01 4.83 4.73 +.10
7.04

-L34

+.18 7.15 7.04 +,11

-.51 3.67 3197 -.30
6.23 +.12 6.09 6.26 -.17

4.33 -.02 3.83 3.97 .14
6.17 -.46 5.96 6.19 -.23

4.14 -.42 3.47 3.79

4.45 -.31 3.95 4.09 -.14
6.43 -.67 5.93 6.45 -.52

4.32 -.73 3.51 3.9R -.47

5.73 -.53 5.63 5.76 -.13

4.69 +.16 4.20 4.30 -.10

6.11 *03 6.01 6.13 -.12

4.32 -.30 3.55 3.93 -.38

6.21 +.12 6.03 6:23 -.20

3.66 +.35 3.54 03.45 . +.09

5.96 +.09 5.69 5.94 -.30

4.28 .1, 3.68 3.91 -.23

6.21 -.53 5.72 6.24 -.52

3.79 -.25 . 3.22 3.48 -.26

4.77 -.02 4.20 .4.34 -.19

6.48 +.29 6.56 6.50 +.06

4.74 -.37 4.23 4.39 -.16

6.51 -.24 6.30 6.52 -.22

4.45 .31 3.74 4.00 .34
6.01 .61 5.54 6.04 -.50

01



(LAKEWOOD - OAKLAND TERRACE)

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMEN-CTO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS

MONTGOMERY COUNTY STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*SCHOOL SYSTEM

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY READING. COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY-
LAND EICE LAND ENCE

SAS GL NORM GE NORM
LAND

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE /

MARY-
LAND
NORM

CarFER.-
EmCE

LAKEWOOD 3 114.0 4.18 4.44 -.26 4.27 4.53 -.26 4.49 4.82 -.33 4.24 4.40 ,-.166 113.0 6.30 6.28 +.02 6.3b 6.29 +.07 6.44 6.41 +.03 6.42 6.43 -.01

LANCHmONT 3 111.0 4.22 4.25 -.03 4.28 4.33 -.05 4.40 4.63 -.23 4.03 4.23 -;205 112.0 6.96 6.20 +.76 6.90 6.21 +.69 6.69 6.33 +.36 6.07 6.35 +.52

LAyTONSVILLE 3 '180.0 3.96 4.06 -.10 4.10 4.13 -.03 4.10 4.45. -.15 4.0n 4.07 -.075 111.0. 5.89 6.11 -.22 6.11 . 6.13 -.02 6.117 6.25 -.18 6.30 . 6.26 +.02

LONE OAK 3 100.0 3.59 3.54 a.05 3.49 3.60 -.11 3.63 3.95 -.32 ' 3.42 3.63 -.21'99.0 4.50 5.08 -.5m 4.44 5.16 -.72 4,40 5.34 -.94 4.71 5.39 -.68

Li/VT 6ARNSLEY 3 115.0 4.46 4.51 -.05 4.54 4.60 -.06 4.69 4.88 +..01 4.46 4.45 +.015 113.0 6.67 6.28 +.39 6.39 6.29 +.10 6.A5 6.41 +.24 6.61 6.43 +.18

LUAMANOR 3 119.0 4.73 4.76 .-.43 4.90 4.86 +.04 5.13 5413 +.00 4.83 4.67 +.165 119.0 b.96 6.80 +.16 6.73 6.77 -.04 7.22 6.86 +.36 7.15 6.87 +.26

LYNNuNnOK 3 106.0, 3.63 3.93 -.30 3.55 4.00 -.45 3.43 4.32 -.49 3.67 3.96 v.295 111.0 6.22 6.11 +.11 6.17 .6.13- +:04 6.35 6.25 ,+.10. 6.09 .6.26 -.19

MAc0ONALD KNOLLS 3 100.0 3.59 1.93 -.34 3.64 4.00 -.36 4.11 4.32 -.01 3.63 3.96 -.135 110.0 6.05 6.03 +.02 5.65 6.04 -.19 5.71 6.18 -.47 5.96 6.20 .424

MANYVALE 3 103.0 3.30 3.74 -.44 A.46 3.80 -.34 3.72 4.14 -.42 3.47 3.80 -.33

M(.6ENNFY HILLS 3 108.0 3.50 4.06 -.56 3.70 . 4.13 -.43 4.14 4.45 -.31 3.95 4.07 -.125 113.0 5.69 6.28 -.39 5.70 6.29 -.59 5.76 6.41 -.65 . 5.93 6.43 -.50rim. ,

.MEADTr.---.Ll 3 106.0 3.80 3.93 -.13 3.08 1.10 -.12 3.59 4.32 -.73 3.51' 3.96 ,..455 103.0 . 5.49 5.42 +.07 5.26 5.48 -.22 5.20 5.65 -.45 5.63 5.68 -.05.

..MILL CREEK TOwNE 3 112.0 4.42 4.31 +.11 4.22 4.40 -.18 )14.67 4.70 +.17 4.20 4.29 -.095 108.0 5.98 5.85 +.13 6.01 5.88 +.13 6.14 6.03 +.11 6.01 6.06 -.05

MoNOCACY 3 10.0 3.86 3.93 -.05, 3.86 4.00 -.14 4.n2 4.32 -.30 3.55 3.96 -.415 112.0 6.04 6.20 -.16 6.01 6.21 -.20 6.'3 6.33 +.00 6.03 6.35 -.32

4..MONTGOMERY KNOLLS 3 95.0° 3.44 3.22 +.22 3.41 3.27 +.14 401 3.64 +.37 3.94' 3.36 +.185 105.0 5.92 5.60' 4.32 5.65 5.64 6.05 5.80 +.29 5.69 5.63 -,.14.+.21
,

MONTROSE 3 105.0 3.45 3.86 -.41 3.65 3.93 -.26 4.16 4.26 -.10 3.68 3.91 -.235 111.0 5.13 6.11 -.9R e 5.47 6.13 -.66 5.68 6.25 -.57 5.72 6.28 -.56 *

NEw HAMPSHIRE LSTA 3 97.0 3.15 3.35 ...20 3.20 3.40 -.26 3.54 3.76 -.27 3.22 3.47 -.25

NORTH CHEVY CHASE 3 113.0 4.21 4.38 -.17 4.45 4.46 -.01 4.75 4.76 -.01 4.20 4.34 -.145 112.0 6.56 6.20 +.36 6.34 6.21 +.13 6.77 6.33 +.44 6.56 6.35 +.21

NORTH LAKE 3 113.0 4.05' 4.38 -.33 4.13 4.46 -.33 4.757 4.76 -.39 4.23 4.34 -..115 112.0 6.07 6.20 -.13 5.90 6.21 -.31 6.17 6.33 -.06 6.30 6.35 -.05

OAKLAND TERRACE 3 10.0 3.86 4.06 .20 4.11 4.13 -.02 4.14 4.45 -.31 3.74 4.07 -.335 107.0 5.53 5.77 5.43 5.00 -.37 9.40 5.95 -.59 5.54 5.96 -.44

SEE CHAPTER 4, 8 EC)1DN 4.1.2 FDR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 01
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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IOAKVIEW - ROSEMARY HILLS)

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL--COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
-PROFILE*

.

SCHOOL NAME

GRADE
ORGAN I-
2.11T/ON

.
(1)

TOTAL
SCHOOL
ENROLL-
RENT
(2)

PUPIL/
STAFF
RATIO
(3)

PERCENT
AVERAGE
DAILY

ATTEN
DANCE
(4)

TOTAL NO.
AVERAGE YEARS
.EXPERIENCE

PERCENT
STAFF

MASTER'S
DEGREE

QR ABOVE
(9)

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

PERCENT
DISAD-
VAN-

. TAGED
(10Y

MEDIAN
EDUCA-
TION OF
MOTHER
(II)

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME
($)
(121

TEACHER
(5)

ADMIN.
(6)

Q.

TEACHER
(7)

ADMIN.
(8)

OAK VIEW

OLNEY

PARK STREET

PARKSIDE

PARK WOOD

PINE CREST

PINEY BRANCH

PLEASANT VIEW

PNE K'6

PRE K -6

PRE K -6

K -6

.K'6

5 -6

K -6

POOLESVILLE PRE K -6

POTOMAC K -6

RADNOR K"6

RITCHIE PARK Kee,

ROCK CREEK FOREST K -6

PALISADES
ROCK CREEK PRE K'6

. ..-'-'

.

ROCK CREEK VALLEY K -6

ROCKING HORSE ROAD K -6

ROLLING TERRACE K -4

ROLLINGWOOD K -6

ROSEMARY HILLS

411 20.0 94.3 19.5 1.0 13.5 17.0 24.4 7.0 12.6 11837.0

439 21.3 96.6 19.6 /.).0 9.3 19.0 29.1 4.7 12.7 16607.0 .

4 428 18.9 93.4 21.6 1.0 8.4 12.3 35,9 11.7 12.2 11439.0

196 16:2 95.9 11.1 1.0 16.0 14.0 33.0 0.6 12.8 15922.0

441 20.0 96.2 21.0 1.0 13.4 15.1 22.7 1.5 13.4 17731.0

363 20.7 95.0 16.5 1.0 12.9 7.2 48.6 0.7 12.8 17848.0:.

554 13.9 94.4 38.0 2.0 7.8 12.5 37.5 7.2 12.6 11411.0

446 16.8 95.1 25.5 1.0. 11.5 24.0 41.5 13.1 12.5 14466.0

541 20.0 94.7 . 26.0 1.0 9.6 1410 14.8 10.6 ' 12.0 10594.0

527 21.9 96.0 23.0 1.0 11.7. 10.0 45.8 3.3 14.7 26804.0

399 18.1 96.5 21.0 1.0 13.1 .15.9 54.5 1.9 13.3 19630.0

606 21.6 96.4 .27.0 1.0 10.5 33.5 42.9 0.0 14.2 20920.0

359 21.1 95.2 16.0 . 1.0 8.3 20.0 41,2 2.3 12.7 13712.0

515 19.2 95.2 25.9 1.0, 11.5 21.0 41.9 3.6 )2.6 16011.0

683 22.3 96.0 28.6 2.0 13.0 4.3 39.2 0.0 q2.8 1900.0

608 21.0 95.6 27.0 2.0 9.5 21.5 20.7 3.3 12.6 14654.0

304 13.8 94.1 21.0 1.0 12.7 31.0 27.3 . 7.8 12.5 11089.0

241 ,9 95.8 10.5 1.0v 8.1 22.0 47.8 0.5 14.7 27407.04,4

456 18.3 :94.3 24.5 . 1.0 10.2 34.0 29.4 4.3 12.7. 13719.0

* SEE APPENDIX A FOR DtFINITI 4 OF TERMS.
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(OAKVIEW - ROSEMARY HILLS)

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND 4ORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLED*M6NTGO4ERY COL44Y
SCHOOL SYSTEM

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY :READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

SCHOOL spft GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE

SAS GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

*IL .

O/FFFp-
ENCE

AVERAGE

GE

MARY-
LANO
NORM

MUER.. AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

MARY-
LANG
NORM

DIFFFR- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

MARY-
LANO
NORM

DIFFER-
Ella

OAKV1E4 S 102.0 4.20 3.70 +.50 3.82 3.76 +.06 4.40 4.10 +.30 3.86 3.75 +.11

5 103.0 5.83 5.45 4.38 5.81 5.52 +.29 5.72 5.62 .10 5.e0 5.67 +.13

9-

OLNEY 3 3.58 . 3.65 -.27 1.44 3.89 -.45 1.87 4.21 -.34 3.59 3.6e -.29
.104.0

6 106.0 5.81 5.63 -.02 5.73 5.80 -.07 5.61 5.95 +.14 5.72 5.96 +.26

RANK STRELI 3 104.0 3.91 3.79 +.12 4.06 1.87 +.19 4.10 4.21 +.11 3.79 3.84 -.05

S 110.0 5.86 5.87 -.01 5.97 5.96 4.01 5.94 6.09 +.15 5.93 6.12 -.19

peaesint 3 101.0 4.05 3.68 +.37 4.12 3.70 4.42 4.07 4.03 4.04 3.72 3.73 -.01

5 112.0 6.39 6.20 .19 6.18 6.20 -.02 6.46 6.34 +.12 6.06 6.36 -.30

''PARK4v00 3 111.0 4.26 4.49 +.61 4.34 4.35 -.01 4.58 4.65 -.07 4.09 4.26 -.17

S 115.0 6.53 6.51 4.02 6.77 6.48 +.29 -T6.446 6.58 +.30 6.43 6.60 +.17

PPE CREbt 3' 106.0 3.99 4.09 -.10 4.15 4.14 +.01 4.40 4.45 +.05 4.04 4.10 -.06

5 110.0 5.05 , b.14 -.19 6,03 , 6.10 -.07 6.07 6.26 -.10 5.86 6.2e -.42

PINEY nHANCH 5 102.0 5.09 5.37 -.26 5.01 5.44 -.43 5:94 5.54 ...30 6.18 5.59 -.41

PLLASM.T VLEd 3 111.0 3.67 4.23 -.36 3.95 4.32 +.37 4.48 4.63 -.15 4.06 . 4.22 -.16

h 114,0' 5.99 6.2b +.27 6.05 6.30 -.25 6.07 6.44 -.37 6.25 6.46 -.21

1,00LEbVIL1.. 3 101.0 3.48 3.61 -.13 3.46 3.66 -.23 1.74 4.02 -.28 3.51 1.68 +.17'

5 100.0 5.11 5.17 -.06 5.05 5.26 -.21 5.00 5.39 +.39 5.22 5.44, -.32

R010M4C 3 109.0 4.17 4.30 -.13 4.2b 4104 -.01 4.26 4;54 -.26 4.09 4.24 -.15

5 _116:0 6.63- 6.98 +35 6.41 6.77 +.36 7.08 6.88 .4.20 6.77 6.69 -.12

RAMON 3 109.0 3.92 4.19 -.27 3.97 4.22 -.25 4.51 4.52 -.01 3.91 4.17 -.26,

* 111.0 6.49 6.31 ..16 6.24 6..23 4.01 6.56 6.36 4.22 6.36 6.38 -.02

R1TCHIF PA..K 3 116.0 4.51 4.63 +.32 4.74 4.b9 +.05 4.62 4.96 -.34 4.35 4.54 -.19

S 113,0 6.52 . 6.54 -.02 6.35 6,44 -.09 6.56 6.52 4.04 6.55 6.54 4,01

, .

RUCK CREEK ROtiLST 3 107.0 3.77 4.00 -.23 3.97 '4.06 +.11 4.16 4.40 -.04 4.53 4.01 4.02

5 113.0 b.66 6.18 4,45 6.33 6.23 +.10 6.67 6.35 +.32 6.30 6.37 +.07

HUCK CREEK,," .1 106.0 4.20 4.07 +.13 4.43 4.13 +.30 4.46 4.45 +.01 4.03 4.05

PALISADES 109.0 5.94 6.00 -.06 5.95 5.99 -.04 6.07 6.14 -.07 , 5.92 6.17 -.25

ROCK CREEK VALLEY 3 115.0 4.23 4.50 +.27. 4'07 4.58 -.21 4.63 4.66 -.23 4.28 4.46 -.16

5 116.0 b.46 6.58 -.12 6.45 6.53 -.08 '6.69 6170. +.01 6.50 6.70 +.20

ROCKING. HORSE ROM 3 109.0 3.70 4.12 -.42 3.85, 4.2-0 -.35 4.18 4.51 3,94 4.12 .16
5 112.0 5.86 6.14 -.2n 5.82. 6.L7, +.35 5.98 6.31 7. +300 6.33 -.63

ROLLING TLaRACE 3 97.0 3.13 3.40 -.27 2.87 3.44 -.57 1.86 3.60 +.06 3.32 3.48 -.16

MULLIN64000 3 114.0 4.88 e.59 +.29 5.01 4.58 4,43 5.07 4.84 +.23 4.64 4.49 .35
5 113.0 6.52 6.60 -.28 6.45 6.58 -.13 6.54 6.69 -.15 6.76 6.70 +.06

ROSEMARY HILLS 3 103.0 3.71 3.77 -.06 3.72 3.83 -.11 8.06 4.16 -.10 3.64 3.61 -.17

5 105.0 , 5.17 4.66 -.49 4.97 5.69 +.72 5.20 5.81 -.61 5.13 5.84 +.71

4, SEE CHAPTER 4 SECT1ON,4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 1)
ACCOMPANYING 'DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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(OAKVIEW - ROSEMARY HILLS)

MONTGORERY COUNTY
SCHEME. SYSTEM

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENPTO.MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*

A..144

VOCABULARY

SKILL AREAS

READING COMPREHENSION , LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL
SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE

SAS

AVERAGE

GE

MARY..

LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
EACF

GE

MARY-
LANO
NORM

ENCE
AVERAGE

GE

MARY..
LANO
NORM

DIFFER- AVFRAGE
ENCE

GF.

MARY..

LAND
NORM

OTFFER..
ENCE

OAKVIEW 3 102.0 4.20 3.67 4.53 3,82 3.73 +.09 4.40 4.07 4.33 :3.86 3.74 +.12-5 103.0 5.03 5.42 4.41 5.81 5.48 +.33 5.22 5.65 4.07 5.80 5.68 +.12

OLNEY 3 104.0 3.58 3.80 -.22 3.44 3.87 3017 4.20 -.33 3.59 3.85 -.26S 106.0 5.81 5.68 4.13 5.73 5.72 +.01 5.41 5.87 -.06 5.72 5,91 ,

PARK STRELI 3 104.0 3.91 3.80 4.11 4.06 3.87 +.19 4.10 4.20 3.79 3.85 -.06S 110.0 5.86 6;03 5.97 6.04 -.07 5.04 6.18 -.24 5.03 6.20

PA6KSIOE 3 101.0 4.05 3.61 4.44 4.12 3.67 +.45 4.07 4.01 +.06 3.72 3.69 4.035 112.0 6.39 6.20 4,19 6.18 6.21 -.03 6.46 6.33 .13 6.06 6.35

PA,4v00 3 111.0 4.28 4.25 4.03 ' 4.34 4.33 +.01 4.58 4.63 -.05 4.49' 4,23 ...145 115.0 6.53 . 6.46 4,07 6.77 6.45 +.32 6.58 6.56 4.32 6.43 6.58

P1GE CREW. 3 108.0 3.99 4.06 4.15 4.13 #.02 4.40 4.45 -.05 4.04 4.07 -.035 110.0 5195 6.03 -,08 6.03 6.04 -.01 6.07 6.18 5.46 6.20

PINEY 011ANM 5 102.0. 5.09 5.34 ...25 5,01 5.40 -.39 5.24 5.57 -.33 5.18 5.61

PLLASAIIT VIEW J 111.0 3.87 4.25 -.In 3.95 4.33 -.38 4.44 4.63 ..15 4.06 4.23 .-.175 114.0 5.99 6.37 -.38 6.05 6.37 .,32 6.07 6.48 ...41 6.25 6.50 -.25

POULE5V1LLL 3 101.0 3.48 3.61 -.13 3.4'S.- 3.67' -.22 3.74 . 4.01 -.27 3,51 3.69 .-.18S 100.0 5.11 5.17 -.06 5.05 5.24 -.19 5.00 6012-0 -.42. 6.12. 5.46 --OM

Porom4c J 109.0 4.17 4.12 4.45 4.26 4.20 #.06 408 4.51 -.23 4.00 4.12 -.035 116.0 6.63 6.5" 4.00 6.41 6.53 -.12 7.08 . 6.63 *4485 6.77 6.65 .12
RAuNOR 3 109.0 3.92 4.12 -.20 3.97 4.20 -.23 4.5I 4.81 4.00 3.01 4.12 -.21L, 111.0 6.49 6.11 4.34 6.24 6.13 #.1I 6.58 6.25 4.33 6.36 6.24

NIICHIF PA.K 3 116.0 , 4.51 4.57 -.04' 4.74 4.66 +.04 4.62 4.94 ...32 4.35 4.51 -.165 113.0 6.52 6.28 4.24 6.35 6.29 4.06 6.56 6.41 4.15 6.55 6.43 +.12
. ,

ROCK CREEK FORLST 3 107.0 3.77 3.99 -.22 3.97 4.07 -.10 4.16 4.39 -.n3 4.01 4.02 ..015 113,0 6.66 6.24 .00 6.33 6.29 4.04 6.67 6.41 4.26 6.34 6.43 -.13

ROCK CREEK
PALISADES

0 Loa.°
5 109.0

4.20
5.94

40 6
5.94

4.14
..nn

4,43
3.95

4.13
5.96

+.39
..-.01

4.46
6.07

4.45
6.10

4.01
-.03

4.03
5 . 92

4.07
6.13

-.44
-.21

ROCK CREEK VALLEY 3 115.0 4.23 4.51 4,37 4.60 4.63 4.88 -..25 4.20 4.45 r -.175 116.0 6.46 6.54 -.08 6.45 6.53 6.69 6.63 .06 .6.50 6.65 -.15

ROCKING HORSE ROAD 3 109.0 3.70 4.12 3.85 4.20 -.35 4,18 4.51 -.33 3,04 4.12 -.185 112.0 5,86 6.20 -.39 5.82 6.2\ -.39 5.08 6.33 ...36 5.70 6.35 -.65

ROLLING TEaRACL 3 97.0 3.13 3.35 -.22 2.87 3.40 -.53 3.P6 3.76 4.10 3.32 3.47 -.15

POLLIN6400J
3 114.0 4.48 4.44 4.4" 5.01 4.53 4.48 5.07 4.82 ..25 ,A1.84 4.49 .445 113.0 6.52 6.28 ' 6.46 6.29 +.16 6.'4 6.41 4.13 6.76 6.43 .33

ROSEMARY HILLS 3 103.0
5 105.0

3.71
5.17

3.74
5.60

-.03
-.43

3.72
4.97

3.80
5.64 -.67

4.06
5.,n

4.14
5.80

-.04
-.60

3.64
5.13

3.80
5.03

-.16
-.70

t SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK OA/ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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(ROSEMONT - WAYSIDE)'

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL-COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE*

-SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
PERCENT PERCENT

TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS STAFF PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN '14GRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S DISAD- EDUCA- ,FAMILYORGANI- ENRCILL. STAFF ATTEN DEGREE VAN- TION OF INCOMEZATION RENT_ RATIO DANCE TEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN. OR ABOVE TAGED MOTHER ($)SCHOOL NAME (1) (2) (3). (4) (5) (6) 171 (8) 191 (10) (11) (12)

ROSEMONT PRE K -6 312 15.4 95.0 19.2 1.0 12.2 9.7 37.6 2.6 12.3 11108.0

SADDLEIROOK K -6 501 22.8 95.7 21.0 1.0 5.8 20.0 31.8 6.0 12.7 19355.0

SEVEN LOCKS ROAD PRE K -6 396 24.5 96.9 15.1 1.0 10.5 16.9 37.2 4.3 14.4 24074.0

SHERWOOD PRE K -6 534 18.7 94.6 27,5 1.0 11.3 24.0. 23.1 8.2 12.7 16688.0

SOMERSET PRE K -6 412 19.5 95.6 20.1 1.0 18.7 19.0 45.0 2.5 14.6 23764.0

SOUTH LAKE K -6 645 24.8 94.4 25.0 1.0 9.0 15.4 30.8 4.5 13.1 16844.0

SPRING MILL If6 249 20.7 96.4 11.0 1.0 8.6 34.0 41.7 4.4 12.9 18326.0

STONEGATE K-6 406 20.3 95.7 19.0 1.0 7.5 16.0 20.0 6.9 12.8 18811.0

STRATHMORE K -6 515 21.5 95.4 23.0 1.0 6.7 20.0 25.0 4.9 12.9 13767.0

SUMMIT HALL K -6 586 21.7 93.5 25.0 2.0 7.8 26.5 40.7 6.9 12.2 11507.0

.TAKOMA PARK . PRE K...4 586. v. 19.4 _91.4 29.3 N1o.0 10.5 12.0 36.4 8.0 12.5 11396.0

TRAVILAH PRE K^6 387 21.3 93.5 17.1 1.0 9.1 17.0 27.6 6.3 12.6 16935.0

TUCKERMAN K-6 406 18.5 97.0 21.1 1.0 6.7 35.5 4,0.9 0.0 14.4 24106.0

TWINBROOK PRE 772 19.2 96.4 38.3 2.0 13.6 27.7 41.0 2.6 12.5 13099.0

VIERS MILL PRE K...6

q r

652 20.3 95.5 30.1 2.0 . 9.7 12.5 18.7 3.4 12.3 12563.0

WASHINGTON GROVE PRE K -6 602 21.0 94.4 26.6 2.0 9:4 22.5 38.4 1.0 12.8 15827.0

NATIONS MILL K -6 714 21.3 95.9 32.0 ''2.0 9.1 15.5 26.5 2.1 13.4' 17410.0

WAYSIDE
. K -6 521 23.7 95.8 21.0 1.0 9.3 15.0 45.5 1.1 15.0 29463.0

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.
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(ROSEMONT W6SIDE)

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLED*MO71T60mERY COUNTY
SCHOOL. SYSTEM

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULAR READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE

SAS GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

OIFFER- AVERAGE
EuCE-

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

OE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

OIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER..
EKE

ROSEMONT 3 96.0 4.13 3.34 4.79 4. 3.87 3.37 .50 4.35 3.73 .62, 4.10 3.43 4.67

5 104.0 S.90 5.73 4.17 5.50 5.82 -.24. 6042 5.94 +.54 6.11 5.98 +.15

SADDLEPRO0h 3 111.0 4.09 4.28 ...19 4.01 4.33 4.48 4.62 -.14 4.18 4.26 -015

5 112.0 5.94 6.32 +.38 5.80 :::g 5.94 6.43 -.49 6.02 6.45 +.43

SEVER LOCKS ROAD 3 109.0 . 3.82 4.26 -.44 ' 3.75 4.26 -.51 4.02 4.54 -.57 3.78 4.21. -.43

5 114.0 b.69 6.73 -.04 6.52 6.57 -.05 6.58 6.67 +.09 6.39 6.69 ".50

SHERWOOD 3 107.0' 3.68 4.02 -.34 3.65 4.08 -.43 3.A5 4.39 -.54 3.86 4.04 -.18

5 108.0 5..81 5.96 -.16 5.94 .16 5.89 6.09 +.20 5.97 6,12 -.15

5011E115FT 3 115.0 4.78 4.67 4.11 4.88 4.70 .18 4.93 4.96 -.03 4.76 4:57 .19

5 118.0 7.50 6.99 4.51 6.97 6.85 .12 7.49 6.93 .66 7.28 6.94 +04

SOUTH LAKE 3 102.0 3.81 3.76 4.05 3.68 3.77 -.09 3.A2 4.10 -.28 3.74 3.79 -.05

5 107.0 5.95 5.93 4.02 5.59 5.90 -.31 5.65 6.02 -.37 5,73 6.05 -.32

SPkIN, HILL 3 116.0 4.52 4.55 -.03 4.51' 4.64 -.13 4.97, 4.04 4.36 4.51 1..15

'5 110.0 6.23 6.16 4.07 5.85 6.11 -.26 6.116 ::V/ -.71 5.94 6.29 -.35

51)NEGATE 3 106.0 3.56 3.99 -.13 3.94 4.01 -.07 4.42 4.32 +.10 4.117 4.00 1.07
5 109.0 6.13 6.11 *02 6.22 6.05 +.17 6.40 6.22 +.18 6.06 6%24 -.18

5TRATHMO/tE 3 107.0 3.87 4.01 +.14 3.92 4.08 +.16 4.116. 4.40 +.34 4.02 4.02 4.00

5 107.0 b.no S.50 +.25 5.83 5.84 -.01 5.41' 5.94 -.13 5.73 5.98 -.25

SUMMIT HALL 4 10.0 4.04 4.04 -.04 4.19 4.19 +.00 4+21 4.51 -.30 4.05 4.09 -.04

5 105.0 5.59 5.55 4.04 5.59 5.62 -.03 5.73 . 5.75 -.02 5.7.1 5.79 -.08

TAkOmA,PARA 3 100.0 3.31 3.58 -.27 3.17 ' 3.63 -.46 3.66 3.98 -.32 3.36 '3.64 -.76

TRAVILAH 3
5

105.6
112.0

3.77
6.04

.91
6.23 -.19

3,94
6,00 ::(131

4.76
6.40

4.26
6.37

+.00
+.37

3.86
5419

3.94
6.39

+.08
4.10

, 1 '

TUCKER/AAR 3 105.0 3.90 4.04 ...14 3.66 4.00 -.34 405 4.30 +.05 4.11 4.111 4.10:

5 114.0 b.23, 6.73 *...54 6.12 6.57 .45 6.40 6.67 -.27 6.75
,

46.6, +.44

TwiRtmoOK 3

b.

103.0
109.0

3.53
5.53

3.76
5.88

-.23
+.34

3.52
5.44

3.02
5.94

4.40
4.46

4.15
6.0k,

-.35
*-.50

3.43
5.72

3.40
6.09

-.37
-.37

VILF45 3
5

102.0
105.0

3.40
5.47

3.69
5.59

-,29
+.17'

3,47
5.60

3.75
5.65 +.05

4.90
5.41

4.09
5.78

-..19
+.03

5.43
5.72

3.75
5:112,

-.2?
-.10 ,-

WASHINGTON GROVL 3

5
103.0
109.0

3.59
5.61

3.79
600

...P0

-.39
3.61
5.72

3.03
6.00

-.22
+.28

3.98
5.44

4.15
6.13

-.17
+.1,9

3.79
5.75

3.83
6.16

-.04
+.41.

WATKINS MILL 3 108.0 4.20 4.11 4.49 4.13 4.16 -.03 4.19 4.47 4.40 4.10 +.10

5 106,0 b.22. 5.90 +.32 6.02 5.86 +.16 5.49 5.96 ,.03 6.36 6.00 +.36

WAYS1UF 3 105.0 4.27 4.15' 4.11 4.27 4.09 4.18 4.41 4.36 +.115 4.28 4.11 4.17

5 113.0 6.26 6.89 +.61 6.22 6.63 +.41 5.15 b.75 +.47 6.28 b.75 -.47

4, SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 01

ACCOMPANYING //DIFFERENCE,/ SCORES.

4
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. ROSEMONT - WAYSIDE)

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL,
. AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOOOECONOMIC STATMONTGOMERY COunTY STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*SCHOOL SYSTEM .

4 .

%

SKILL AREAS,,
V0eAnULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

SCHOOL HARE

.
GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE

5A5 ot.

MARY-
LAND
doRm

DIFFER- AVERAGE
EnCE

GE

"MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFFR- AVERAGE
ENCE'

GE

yARY-
EANg
NORM

. OFFER-
E9CE

ROSEMONT 3 96.0 4.13 3.29 ..84" 3,87 3.33 +,54 4.45 3..74 +.65 4.10 .3.41 +.69 *b 108.0 5i00. 5.85 +.05 5.58 5.88 -.30 6.52 6.03 +.49 6.11 6.06 +.05.
..-

55UOLL0RUOA 3 111.0 4.09 4.25 -.16 4.01 4.33 -.32 4.48 4,63 -.15 4.18 . 4.23 -.05
5 312.0 5.94 6.20 .-.26 5,80 6.21 ...41 5.94 ,6.33 .0.34 6.02 6.35 -.33'

SLvEN LOOK:a ROAD 3 109.0 3.82 4.12 -.34 3.75 4.20 -.45 4.02 4.51 -.49 3.78 4.12 -.34
5 10,0 . 6.69 6.37 4.32 6.52 6.37 +.15 6.58 6.48 +.10 6.39 _6.50 .11

51iER4000 3 107.0 3.68 *99 0.31 3.65 4.07 -.42 3.55 4.39 ....54 3.86 4.02 -.16
5 105.0 5.81 .85 -.44 5.78 5.84 -.10 5.89 6.03 -.14 5.97 6.06 0.09

56,4E1150

4\
3

b
116,0
118.0

4.78
7.50

4.57
6.71

..21 .

+.79
4.88
6.97

4.66
6.69

+.22
+.28

4.93
7.59

4.94
6.78

-.01
+.81

4.76
7.28

4.51
6.80

.05

.00. ^

50uT4,1250. 3 102.0 3.81
. 1.67 1.14 3.68 3.73 . -.05 3.42 4.07 -.25 3.74 3.74 +.00

107,0 5.05 5.77 ..10 5.59 5..00 -.21 5.65 5.95 -.30 5.73 5.98 .25
SPRING MILL 3 116.0

1.10.0
4.52
6.23 '

4.57
6.03 ..211

4,51
5.85

4.06
6.04

-.15
-.19

4.97
6.06

4.94
6.18

+.03
-.12

4.36
5.94

4.51
6.20

-.15
-.26

5fOREbATE 3 106.0 3.56 3,93 -,07 3,94 4.00 -.06 4.42 4.32 +.10 4.07 3.96 4.11
5 109.0 6.13 5,94 +.19 6.22 5.96 +.26 6.40 6.10 1.30 6.06 6.13 0.07,

STRATHHORL b 107,0 3'.57 3.99 = 4...1:1 3,92 4.07 -.15 4.06 4.39 ....WI 4102 4.02 +.005 107.0 6.00
.

5.77 ..23 5.83
.

5.80 +.03 5.81 5.95 .14 5.73 5.98 - -.25
SUbMIT HALL 3 109,0 404 4.12 -.44 4.19 4.20 ....al 4.11 4.51 ..34 4.05 4.12 "." -.075 105.0 5.59 5,60 -01 5.59 5.64 -.05 5.73 5.80 -.07 5.71 5.83 -.12

TAKO4A RAH% " 3 100.0 3.31 3.54 -.24 . 3.17 3.60 -.43 0 3.66 1.95 -.29 3.38 3.63 -.25
TRAVILAR 3 105.0 3'77 3.86 -.09 3.94 3.94 +.01 406 4.26 +.00 3.86 3.91 -.051i2.0 6.04 6.20 -.16 6,04 6.21 -.17 6.00 6.33 -.33 6.49 6.35 +.14N, . . . ,

.
.TUOKERMAN 3 105,0 3.90 3,86 ..04 3.66 3.93 -.27 4.15 4.26 +.09 4.11 3.91 .005 114,0 6.23 6.37 -.14 6.12 6.37 -.25 6.40 6.48 -.08 6.25 6.50 -.25

741NO4008 3 103.0 3.53 3.74 -.21 3.52 3.80 -.28 3,50 4.14 0.34, 3.43 3.80 -.375 109.0 5.53 5,94 ...4A ,5.44 5.96 -.52 5.56 6.10 0.54 5.72 6.13 -.41

VILRS MILL 3 102.0 3.40 3.67 3.47 3.73 -.26 3.90 4.07 -.17 3.53 3.74 -.21
5 105.0 5.47 5,60 L.13 5.60 5.64 0.04 .'Si1 5.80 ..01 5.72 5.83

MA5HINOTON 61104, 3
5

103.0
109.0

3.59
5.61

3,74
5.94

-.15
.33

3.61
5.72

3.80
5.96 .

.19 ,1.98
5.94

4..4
6.10

-.16
-.16 gP.T

3.50
6.13

0.01
-.38

WAY81145 MILL 3 1011.0 4120 4.46 0,14 4.13 4.13 +.00 4.19 4.45 0.26 4.00 407 ...075 106.0 6.22 1165 ,.54 6.02 5.72 +..30 5.99- 5.87 +.11 6.36 5.91 t.45,

MAYSMF 3 106.0 0 4.27 1.93 ,04 4.27 4.00 +.27 4.41 4.320 +.09 4.28 3.96 +,325 113.0 6.26 6.24 6.22 6.29 -.07 , 6.43' 6.41 -.08 6.2A 6.43 -.15.7110,10.10...11111

1. SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR opriNIIIONs
OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION DF ASTERISK (IACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

r:t)t)
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(WELLER ROAD - CABIN JOHN JR)

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL--COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE*

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
PERCENT PERCENT ,TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE'YEARS . STAFF PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIANGRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTERS DISAD- EDUCA- FAMILYORGANI- ENROLL- STAFF ATTEN DEGREE VAN- TION OF INCOMETEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.

ZATION MENT RATIO DANCE OR /WIVE TAGED MOTHER (A)SCHOOL NAME (1) (21 (31 (4) (5) , (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) 111) - (102)

WELLER ROAD K*6 639 21.7 96.1 27.5 2.0

,

WEST ROCKVILLE K*6 630 16.4 93.2 36.5 2.0

'4WESTIROOK PRE K -6 . 378 22.2 95.3 16.0 1.0
-

WESTOVER 400 20.0 95.7 19.0 1.0

WHEATON WOO*. K*6
4

637 2 .9 96.0 2845 2.0

WHETSTONE K -6 644 .20.1 96.0 30.0 2.0

WH2TTIER WOODS K*6 335 21.6 95.3 14.5 1.0

WILLIAM TYLER PAGE K -6 500 18.5 96.9 26.0 1.0

WOOD ACRES PRE K*6 457
R

21.8 96.6 20.0 1.0

WOODFIELD PRE K -6 340 19.9 95.5 16.1 1.0

WOODLEY GARDENS K*6 372 24.6 95.5 14.0 1.0

WOODLIN K -6 286 20.4 95.5 13.0 1.0'

WOODSIDE 351 21.9 93.4 15.0 1.0

WYNGATE K*6 502. 22.3 96.1 21.5 1.0

SOUTHLAWN 5-6 5-66 14.5 93.2 37.0 2.0

W H FARQUHAR
914 15%.5 95.0 57.0 2.0

ARGYLE 7 -9 772 15.1 '95.0 49.0 2.0

CAIN JOHN JR HI 1036 17.0 95.7. 56.0 3.0

SEE APPENDIX A FORDEFINITION OF TERMS.

3 5 4

4-328

12.1 12.4 33.9 3.6 12.6 15964.0

0.6 13.7 1023.6 6.6 12.6 14351.0,

15.3 13.E 58.8 2.4 13.8 20374.0

12.7.* 25.0 55.0 2.0 13.2 22124.0

12.7 19.0 37.7 3.0 12.6 14983.0

1(.3 16.0 43.7 0.9 14.6 4.9346.0

IF

9.6 15.9 29.0 3.4 14.5 28535.0'

9.3 20.0 37.0 0.9 12.6 18932.0

11.8 9.0 42.9 3.5 14.3 25233.0
1

15.7. 19.0 49.6 6.2 12.2 12876.0

7.1 15.8 26.7 1.3 14.1 16062.0

9.3 11.0 35.7 1.7 14.6 16404.0

10.3 15.0 50.0 e.2 12.5 13932.0
.

0

15.4 31.0 35.5 1.2 13.9 21098.0

6.7 15.0 43.6 6.7 12.2 12606.0

9.6 16.5 49.1 6.3 -12.8 16352.0

7.7 14.0 45,1 3.6 12.6 14784.0

7.3 10.3 29.5 3.3 14.5 24766.0



1

(WELLER ROAD - IN JOHN JR)

MONTGOMERY COUNTY
5C11001. SYSTEM

5C14001. NAME

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLED*

SKILL .AREAS

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY.'
LAND

' SAS GE NORM

4LI.LER ROAD 3 106.0 3.05 3,96
5 108,0 5.73 5.93

It
4E10' ROCKVILLE 3 106.0 3.81 3.94

* 104.0 5.38 5.61

OL$TdHOOK 3 117.0 4.71 4.66
6 117.0 .7.00 6.46

4L%TOVER 3 114.0 4.66 4.49
5 110.0 6.36 6.32

e

MISLAION '40005 3 104.0 3.87 3,83

5 105.0 5.53 5.69

WHOSTONE_ 3 106.0 3.99 4.06
6 108,0 6.98 6.17

--,--

WHITTIFR 4J006 , 3 113.0 4.32 4.53

114.05 114 7.12 6.89

.
WILLIAM TYLER PAGE ,3 111.0 4.25 4.27

'5 105,0 5.68 5.85

.
6 115.0 6.60 603Wu6D AcRL5 3 116.0 4.57 I 4.67

wo0UFIELD 3 117,0 4.49 4.54
6 107.0 5.67 5.73

40uaLLI DA#OENS 3 111,0 4.11 4.31
5 112.0 6.64 6.36

3 102.0
5 1.13,0

.03 3.74
6.46 6.28

wooDSIft 3 101.0 3.52 3.65
5 99.0 5.32 . 5.26

WYNDAIF 3 114.0 4.50 4.50
5 115.0 6.98 6.66

. SouTHLAwN

'4 h FAOMMAR

5 100.0 5.13 5.26
7 100.0 6.67 6.435

4'52 - 7.36

AmbyLC 7 105.0 7.76 7.40
9 107.0 9.32 1.27

.

CAhIN JOHN JR III 7 1130 8.48 8.50
9 114,0 10.32 10.54

DIFFER'. AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER.. AVERAGE MARY- OIFFFR- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER-.

ENCE LAND ENCE LAND ENCE LAND CHCE

GE NORM GE NORM GE NORM

.01 4.06 4.01 6.055. 4.06 .A.33 ' -.27 3.96 . .3498 -,02

-.20 5,67 5.92 -.25 5.59 '%.07 =066 5.80
. 1

6.10 -.30

-.13 3.87, 4.01 -.14 3.02 4.33 -.41 3.58 -.39'd

-,23 5,15 5.76 -.30 5.42 1::; 035
5.62 -.44 3.46

.

.13 ' 4.99 4.74 #.25 5.22 5.01 +.21 4.58 4,58 .00

.24 6.86 6.68 .18 7.14 6.78 .36 7.12 6.80 .32

N.

.19 4,80 4.53 .27 5.56 4.81 . .55 4.61 4.44 +.17

#.04 6,44 6,20 .24 6.65 6.37 .28 6.29 6.38 -09

.

.04 3.84 3.88 -.04 3.02 4.21 -.29 3.72 3.87 -.15,

-.16 5.44 .5.70 -.26 5.85 5.84 .01 5.77 5.58 -.11

-.07 4.13 4.08 .05 4.55 4.38 .17 4.20 4.02 1.18

-.19 6.01 6.10 -.09 6.13 6.13 4.00 6.11 6.17 -.06

...421 ' 4.28 4.51 -.23 4.79 '4:7
70 :::: 4'13

4.45 -.32.

+.23 6.69 6.65 +.04 7.02 6.92 6.50 4,12

-.02'
c#
4.15 4.33 -.14 4.50 ' 4.62 -.IP 3.90 '4.26 -.36

-.17 5.50 5.76 -.28 5.76 5.95 -.10 5.56 5.08 -.42

-.23 6.58 6.65 -.07 6.74 6.77 -.03 6.48 6.78 i-.10 4.60 4.69 -.09 5.02 4194 .07 4.52 4.58
-.A
...0

.-.05 4.76 4.69 07 5.43 4.98 05 4.56 4.51 .05

-.06 4.96 5.78 .18 5.49 5.93 4.06 5.07 5.96 .01

-.20 4.10 4.37 4.43 4466 -.23 4.06 4.26 -.29

.24 6.52 6.32 .20' 6.85 6.38 4.47 6.71 6.4! ,30

4 4.29 3.94 3.76 .10 4415 4.09
q,

+.26 3.01 3.78 .13

4.16 6.44 6.28 .1h 6.55 6.42 4.13 6.48 6.44 4.04

-.13 3.69 .3.69 .00 3.46 4.03 -.07 3.54 3.71 -.17

4.06 5.27 5.28 -.01 5.65 5.41 4.24 4.98 5.46 , -,48

.0 ..!

.
.

.

..04 4.61 4.55 .06 4.41 4.83 -.OP 4.44 4.44 4.00

.32 6.86 6.56 ..30 7.15- 6.67 4.44 6.82 6.68 .14

-.13 .5.06 5.30 -.24 5.18 5.45 -.21 5.25 5.50 -.25

-.18 6.69 6.07 -.18 6.60 6.99 '-.30 6.81 7,14 -,33

-.04 7.31 . 7.32 -.01 7.41 7.43 -.02 7.52 7.60 -.08

14.36 7.66 7.38 .27 7.65

+.05 8.96 9.03 -.07 4.04

a
7.44 7.77. 7.61 4.16

9.12 ,9.27

-.02 8.43 8.32 .11 8.45 8.42 .03 8.65 8.58 +.07 .
'

-.22 10.11 10.03 .08 10.07 10.15 -.08 10.13 10.28 -.15

9.06

SEE CHAPTER 4. SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (*I

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
4

4

9 r-
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,

(WELLER ROAD-- CABIN JOHN JR)
.

\
TABLE 5.- RELATION OF 'ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILLAREAS, WITH NONVERBAL,ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS

0.;NTGOmER7 COUNTY STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*
SCHOOL SYSIE.4

11.

SKILL AREAS

/4
r

VoCAOULARY READINO.COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTALSCHOOL nAME, GRAuE4AVERAGE AVt10%6L MARY- D1FFr..-
LAI° E1 CI

$As GE.. N09m
.

,wIlLEK ROAu 3 106,0. 3,9'. 3,93 .02
b 1011,0 5.73 5.8', -.IP

MLST 8oCKV1LLE 3 1o1'.0 6.n1 3.9' ...IP
104.0 6.38 5.51 =13

.

VLS71.4100 3,,117.0 4.74 4.61 4.1.11
6 117.0 706 6.63. 4.37

400014 J 524.4 4.60 4.44 .04
h 1100 6.36 603 , .0,,

111ZATUN440005 \, 3 104.0 3.07 3,00 407
5 .105.0 (5.53 5.60 -.07

. ,
.

tHEISToNL %. 106.0 3.'2 5.,. M .06
5 100.0 591. 5.0(5 01

41t1ITIFR 4-4005 3 113.0 4.32 . 0.Z1 -06
J 114.0. 7.12 A.17 ..75

MILL/Am TYLER PAOE 3 111.0 4.25 4,25 ...On
. 5 105.0 5.50 '5,61' ..00

WOOD ACRLS '3 116,0 4.57 4.57 ..nn
115.0 6.60 6,41 4.14

4000FIFLO 3 117.0 4.49 4.63 -.14
5 107.0 0.67 5.77 -.10

1.40OLLY 6A,01106 3 111.0 4.11
. .5 112.0 6.64 6.20 ..44

MOUDL1.1 ,3 142.4 4.43' i.bi ..06
6 .130 4.46 6.24 .14t

460051^L 3 101.0 3." 3.51
5 44.0 5.i2 6,,n3 .?4

m1n6A1r, " 3 114.0 4.50 4,44 0.44S 1150 8.96 6.41 .,52

SOUTHLAWN
:.) 100.0 5.53 5.17 ..04
7 100.0 5.57 602 y.-.1',.4

0 4. FARQUHAR
7 104.0 7.32 lal. .,01

% .

An6TLE
1 106.0 7.76 7.56 .049 107,0 9.32 9.16 ..16

1.-.,

C461r5 J0104 JR HI 2 113,0 n.44 4.24 4 . :-.
9 114,0' 10.32 0,91 f.51.

AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY-
LAND ENCE. LAND

GI NORM RE NORM

4,06 4.00 .06 4.11(6 4.32
5.67 5.88 -.21 5.59 6.03

3,87 4.00 -.13 3.02 4.32
5.18 5.56 -.38 5.46 5,72

4.'94 4.73 4.26 5.22 5.01
6.86 6.61 4.25 7.14 6.71

*'4.80 4.5'S 4.27 5.16 4.82
6.44 6.04 .40 6.65 6.18

3.84 3.87 ...03 . 3.42 ,4A.20,3
5.44 5.64 ^'.,20 5.115 5.80

.

.

4,6
.

1.00 +.13 4.55 4.32
6.01 5.88 4.13 6.13 6:03

4.2B 4146% -.15 4.79 4.76
6.69 6.37 .32 7.42 6.48

4.15 4.31 -.10 4.40 4.63
5.50 5.64 -.14 5.76 5.80

4.60 4.66 -06 5,42 4.94
.6.56 6.015 6.74 6.56

4.76 4.73 4.03 5.13' 5.01
5.96 5.80 4.16 5.09 5.95

400 4.33 -.23 4.43 415/P!63
6.52 6.21 .31 6.45 6.33

0,94 1.73 .21 4.15 4.07
,,,44 6.29 4.15 6.c5 6.41

3,64 3.67 .02 1.46 4.01
'4,27 5.16 .11 8.5 5.34

4.41 4.53 4.05 N.61 4.442(.00 6.48 .41 7.15 6.56

5,06 5.24 '<IR 4.18 5.42
0..69 6.06 ...17 6.60 C.94

1.31 7.26 15 7.41 7.31
41

7.6S 7.36 " .29 7.p1 7.404.96 4.02 -.06 5.44 9.00

4,43 6.16 .27 R.45 9.1110,11 905 4.26 1007 9.69

iLRHS OS1D AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 111

DIFFER- AVERAGE
EHCE

E

-.26 3.96
-.44 5.80

..40 3.58
-.26 '5.42

.21 4.58

.45 7.12

.

4.54 4.61.
.47 6.29

-.28 3.72
.04 5.77 .

..73 4.20

...In 6.11

..OS 4.13
4.54 6.92

. -.1Y 3,00
-.04 5.56

4.04 4.52
.14 6,85

4.32 4.46
.04 5.97

-.20 ,,,06
.52 6.71

4.ap ).9I
4.14 6,48

-.04 3.44
.31 4.98

''.1:11 4.44.50 6.42

'4.24 5.25
'4.35 6.81

.19 7.52

0.24 7.71
-.06 9.12

,

N
.54 11.65
+.34 10.53

NARY-
LAND
NORM

3.96
6.06

3.96
4..76

..

4.16
6.72

4.40
6-.20

3.85
5.83

3.96
6.06

4.34
6.50

4.23
5.83

4.51
6.58

4.36
5.98

4.25
6.35

3.74
6.43

3.60
5.39

t

4.40
6.54

5.46
7.15

t

' 7.52

7.61
9.25

3.36
10.0?

'WEER.
ENCE

+.00
-.26

-,38
-.14

4,02
+.40

4.21
4.09

-.13
,4..06

.24

.05

-.21
1.42

-.33
-.27

4.01
.00

.00

-,17
4.36

.17
'05

.155
-.41

..04

.py

-.21
4'04

.00

.16'
-.13

.29

.11

14

L SEE CHAPTER 4. SECT/ON 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERDICE" SCOPES.

I
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,

(COL.'- LEE JR PARKLAND 4RA

TABLE S SCHOOL 'LE\7EL--COMMUNI TY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE*

.

.
,

SCHOOL NAME

0.

GRADE
ORGOI-
ZATION

(1)

.

0

TOTAL
SCHOOL
ENROLL-.
RENT
(2)

PUPIL/
STAFF
RATIO
(3) -

PERCENT
AVERAGE
DAILY

ATTEN
DANCE
(4)

C

0

TOTAL NO.

.

,

AVERAGE YEARS
EXPERIENCE

PERCENT
STAFF

WASTE 'S
DEGREE ,

OR AB VE
(9);;

,

.

6 SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

PERCENT,
DISAD--
VAN".
TAGED
(40),

.

MEDIAN
E UCA0^
T N OF
MO HER
( I)

MEDIAN ,,,,

FAMILY
INCOME
(4)
42)

TEACHER
(5)

ADMIN.
. (6)

TEACHER
(7)

ADMIN.
(8)

COLE BROOKE LEE JR

COL JOSEPH BELT JR 7 -9

970 .15,2 89.9 62.0 2.0 12.7 20.3 57.B 10.1 12.2
1

1.....-
o

1309 19..0 45.6 66.0 3.0 10.5 24.8 52a 2.3 12.9

T

4 3.0.I2 116.0 94.0 54.0 12.4 23 5 47.4 5.1 /2.7 14

905 16.7 94.0 51.0 3'.4( 8.8 26.15 37I .0 4.2 11..5

1172 44.7.2. 94.2 65.0 3.6 9.1 24.0 39.7 2.8 12.8
I

1350 161/9 41:3 77.0. 43.0 14.4 14:4 43.1'. 5.6 12.4
o*

V %

41.7
990 17.2 95.7 54.5 3.0 ' ,.9.6 17.3 13.9

-

0.4

749

895 -14.5 93.1

1166 16.9 93.1 ,":"(661i1 3.0 7.9 21.0 23.9 4.8 '12.6

1195 16.6 93.7

589 , 13.7 4 94r8 , 41.0 2.0 11.4 .21.3 4846 8.7 12.2

1093 15.8 91.1 66.0 .3.0 9.1 13.2' 34.9 . 5.0 .12.8

1048 17.5 95.0

.926 16.2 95.0' 54.0 3.0 '4.9 17.2 4349

814 16.0 '94.0 29.0 2.0 12.0 26.0 47,1
.1

1137 0, 17.0

1210 17.0

1282

17.0 94.41., 42.0 2.0 11.5 . 151 '40.9
JP

16.4

95.4 64.0

93.3 68.0

69.0 3.0 10.5 24.3 44.4 12.5

5'1.5 3.0

57.0 3.0 9;6 22.3 p 38.3 6.2 12.5

94.9 76.0,

11.3 21.6 42.3 4.2

3.0 -10.5 17.8 '44.8 .1.9 13.8

3.0 10.5 21.9 50.0 3.2 12.7

2.0 8.3 16.3 37.2 3.2

2.8 1 .8

3.3

3.9 13.7

13.4

12.7

12.7

DAMASCUS SR JR 9 -12

N

EARLE 15'WOOD.OR 7 -9

0

EASTERN JR HIGH 7 -9

W BROOME JR 7 -9 *

SCOTT KEY JR 7 -9

A

...

GAITHERSBURG JR. 7 -9

.
.4.4..

.

HERBERT- HOOVER JR 7-,
A

JOHN I BAKER

JULIUS WEST JR HI

KENSINGTON JR HIGH

7 -8

a

, 7'9

LELAND JR HIGH 7 -9

MON WMERY HILLS JR, 7 -9

MONTGOMERYAWLGE JR

A
A

NEWPORT JR HIG,11,.

NZIRT1-1 BETHEW-JR.

' PAIN RANCH

PARKLAND JR HI

T$,

7-9

7 -9

9-12

7 -9

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFIN ION OF TERMS.
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172'51.0

14405.0

13094.0

19892.0

244.0

13865.0

17468.0v'

.--13041.0
.

21542.0

130R2.0''
*1,

15339.0

187894

20044.0

14021.0

14715.0

14786.0

19953.0

17546.0

17119.0



JR ,--. PARKLAND JR)

TABLE 4*. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NOROS,,BY SKILL

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLED*
_. .

.

1+
.

0HT6ORERI COUNTY "'" ao I
-.SCHOOL SYSTEM

.
.

. SKLLL AREAS
4.01041r

:'

VOCABULARY READING i0MEREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

SCHOOL 'NAME GRAUE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER-
' LAND Eta

SAS GE .-NORM

COL. E PROUKE LLE, JR 7 107.0 8.01 7.70 +.31

110.0 9.84 9.69 4.15

COL JOSEPH BELL JR, 7 106.0 7.26 7,51. +.25
. .

4

9 .108.0 9.17 9.34 '0..17

DAMASCUS Sa JR 9 107.0 9.07 9.16 -.09

EARLE P WOJO Jle 7 112.0 8.28 8.30 -.02.

: '4.

EASTEH JR HIGH 7 106.0 7.72

EDAM 4 10WOME.:81 7 106.0 7.48 7.49 -.01

SCOTT KEY JR.

9 109.0 9.55

9 115.0 10.28 10.31 -.03

9 108.0 8.96

7 106.0 8.03' 7.61 +,42

9 109.0 9.95

.10

9.43 +.12
7,49 +.23

9.31 -.35

9.61 .'--...4.34

'GAITHLRSUURG Jh 7 105.0 7.3 ,7'.36 -,03

9 107.0 .. 9.28. 9.16 . +.12
.

.

HLNNENT HOWLR JR 7 113.0
9 116.0

'.8.37 8,42' -,05
10.32 10.53 -.21

.

.101i1A'OAKtR 1 107.0 7458 -.10

.:JOLIL, VEST' JR III 7 108.0 ' 8.04 7,74 4.30

9 110.0 9.48 9.58 -.1fl

:

KENSINGTON JR hIGN- 7 108.0 8.51 . 9483 +.68

9 110.0 10.31 9.80 4,51

LLLANJ JR IIGH 7 114.0 8.78 8.48 +00
9 117.0 10.73 _113.63 +.20

MONTGOMERY HILLS JR 7 106.0 7,570 7.52 ,,05

9 107.0 .9,21, 9.28 -.02
.

.
MONTGOMERY VLGE JR

NL.O.,0147 JR k161i

NOPTH RETu6soA JR

7 107.0' 7.90 7.62 4.24

9 108.0 9 ;52 9.36 +.16

7 105.0 7.28 7.42 +.14

9 108.0 9.34 9.36 +.02

7 114,0 8.49
118,0

8.47 +.02
10.51, 10.62 ...11

PAINT RRANCH 9 108.0 9.49 9.52 ....03

.

PANKLANO ...4, HILM 7 108.0 7.78 7.80 +.62

9 107.0 9.27 9,40 +.11

t SEE CHAPTER WSECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (40

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE', SCORES.

AVERAGE MARV. DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER-

LAND ENCE Loa ENCE" LAND FMCE

GE NORM RE NORM OE NORM

7.81
9.52.

7.28
9.08

9.11

8.31
10.14

-7.83
9.36

7,49
8.80

8.00
9.68

'7.36
9.14

8,26
10.15

7.42

7.93
9.30

8.22
9.97

8.56,
10.37

7.49
9.08

7.91 .
9.39

7,24
9.20

8.33
10,21

.9.21

7.67
9.22

-

7.63
9.45

7.48
9.15 ,

9.02

10.10

.

7.47
9.26

9.14

7.54'
9.35

1 7.35'
9.00

.

8.27
10020

7.56

7.68'
9.40

.

7.74
9.46

8.34
r0.28 t

7.48 ,

.9.04

7.58,
9.16

.

7.39
9.17

8.33
10.39

9.24

7.73
9.11

+.18
+.07

+.20
-;67

,,.

+.09

-

+.16
+.10

-.34

+.46
14.33

4.14
t r

-.01
-'O5

-.14

+.25
-.10

+.48
4.51

+.22
4.09

4.01
+.04

. 4.33
4:23

-.15
+.03

+.00
-.18

-.03

+.06
+.11

7.94
'9.61

7.27
8.-97

, ,,

8.68

..

7.60
9.59

8.95

7.82 .
9./3

7.44.
8.99

8.70
10.38

7.33

7.87
9.18 ,

8.'4
9.99

8.71
10.69

7.35
8.91

7.84
9.13

7.35
9.06

8.57
10.25

9.22

7.71
9.11

7.71
9.46

7.52
9.14

9..00

8.24
10.04

7,51
9.21

7.50
9.11

.

T.65
9.39

.7.39
8.98

8.32.
10.17

7.57

7.71
9.36

7,82
9.52

8.3S
10.18

7.54
9.08

7.62
9.,16

d

7.46
9.16

8.33
10.26

9.31

.

.

7.80
9.20

+.23
'+i15

-.25
+.1 7

4

-.32

+.23
+.14

-

+.09
+.38

+.21
+.16'

+.17
+.34

+.05
4:01

+.38
+.21

-.24

+.16
4.18

+.42
+.47

4.36
+.51

+.19
-.17

4.22
- -.03

-.11
-.10

+.24
-.01 .

+.09

*

-.09
-.09

7.89
9.70

7.73
9.13

9.29

8.60

.

10.34

7.69
9.35

.

7.36'
9.16

8.06
9,45

7,55
9.12

8.46
10.26

7.78

7.9R
9.48

7,99
10.07

,8.63
10.28

7.68
9.22

8.09
9.54

7.55
9.32

8.71
10.39

9.08

'

7.92
,9.16

7.91
9.69

7.73
9.38'',7

9.25

6.49
10.31 :

7.70
9.47 :

7:71 .

9,36

e

7.84
'9.60'

e
7.58
9.23

..,

8.52
10.40

7.80

7.92
9.61

7.99°
9.71

8.57
10.46

7.73
9.29

7.83
. 9.39

7.65
9.40

8.55
10.55

9.50

8.02
.9.38

-.02 '

+.01

*AO
-.25

+.04

4.11
+.03

.

+.01
-.1?

-.35 ,

+.20

- .

4.i2.,
4.25

-.03
...11

-.06
-.14

-.02

+.06
-.13

4.0P
4.36

4.06
-.18

e.05 a

-.07

+.26
+.15

-.10
-.08

+.16
-.16

-.42

.

,.10
-;22

358
4--333



(COL. LEE JR PARKLANIY.JR)

TABLE. 5.. RELATION OF.ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
. AREAS,. WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND socroEcoNomIc STATUS

STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*
,rgirtZguNTY

skt!.L. AREAS

A

*44*.
st'

a VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTALv

SCHOOL NAME GRAOE AVERAGE AVFRAGE

SAS .- GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

6IFFF11- AVERAGE
EKE

GE

MARY-

117101g.

24ZER- AVERAGE MARY-. DIFFFR- AVERAGE MARY-
LAND ENCE LAND

GE NORM C( NORM

v

DIFFER-
EMCE

COL E PROOAE LLEJR 7
9

107.0
110.0

8.0$
9484'

7.58
q.51

+.43
+.33

7.81
9.52

7.56
9.38

+.25 7.94
+.14 9.61

7.57
9.30

+.37
+.31

7.89
9.70

7:80
9.54

+.09
+.12

1 Q .

s
-....COL JOSEPH BELI JR 7

9
106.0 7.26. 7.47 -.21 7.28 7.46 -.18. 707 7.49 -.22 7.73 7.71 +.02108.0 9.17 9.28 -..11 9.08

- 9.14 ...00 8.97 9.10 -.13 9.13 ' 9.36 -.23

OAMASCIIS SR JR 9 107.0 4.07 9.16 -09 9.11 9.02 +.09 4.68 9.00 -.32 9.29 9.25 +.04
v .

EARLE P W000 ja 7
9

112.0 8.28 4.13 +.15 8.31 8.06 +.25 8.47 8.02 +.45 6.6o115.0 10.28 10.08 .20 10.14 9.97 +.17 10.18 9.79 +.30 10.34 10.12 ::1;6

EASTERM JR HICRI 7 106.0 7672 7.47
",

+.25 7.63 7.46 +.17 7.60 7.49 +.11 7.69 7.71 -.029 109.0 9.55 9439 +.16 9.36 9.26 4:100/4.59 9.20 +.39 9.35 9.47 -.12

EUalh V Ok4ONE JP 7 106.0 7.48 7,47 4,01 7.49 7.46\ +.03 7.09 7.49 -.20 7.36 7.71 . -.359 108.0 8.96 ,28 -4,32 8.80 9.14\ -.34 4.95 9.10 -.15 9.16 9.36 ...20

SCOTT KEY JR 7 106.0 8.03 7.47 +.56 8.00 7.46 +.54 7.42 7.49 +.33 0.06 7.71 +.359 109.0 9.95 9.39 4,56 9.68 '9.26 4.92 9.73 9.20 +.53 9.85 11.4 4.38

GAITHERSRUAG JR 7 105.0 7.33 7.36 7.03 7.36 7.36 +.00 7.44 7.40 v +.04 7.55 7.61 -.064 107.0 9.28 9.16 +.12 9.14 9.02 +.12 809 9.00 -.01 9.12 9.25 -.13

HERBERT HOOVER JP 7 113,0 837 8.24 4.13 8.26 8.16 +.10 8.70 8.11 +6511 . 8.46 8.36 +409 116.0 10.32 10.19 +.13 10.15 . 10.08 +.07 10.38 9.89 +49 10.26 10.23 +.03
.

*JOHN T OARCle

a

JULIUS 4E50 JR HI

7

7

107.0

108.0

7.48

8.04'.

758

7.69

-.10

+.35

7.42

7.93

7.56

.7.66

-.14 7.13

+.27 7.47

7.57

7.66

-.24,

+.21

7.74

7.98

7.80

7.89

-v02

+.099 110.0 9.48 a.51 -.03 9.30 9.38 -.0 8 9.18 9.30 -.12 9.48 9.58 -.10
r

KENSIHOTON JR HIGH 7 108.0 8.51 7.69 +.42- 8.22 7.66 4 +.56 4.24 7.66 4.88 7.99 7.89 +.109 110.0 10.31 9.51 +.80 9.97 9.38 +.59 909 9.30 .60 10.07 Q5 +.49

LELANU JR HIGH 7 414.0 8.78 n.35. .93 8.56 8.26 +.30 o.71 8.19 +.52 8.63 8.45 4,18 '9 117.0 10.73 10.31 +.42 10,37 10.20 .17 0.69 999 +.70 10.28 10.34 -.06

MONTGOMERY HILLS JR 7 106.0 7.57 7.47 . 6.1'0 7.49 7.46 +.03 7.35 7.49 -4.14 7.68 7.71 .4.039 107.0 9.26 0.16 4,10 9.08 9.02 +.06 401 9.00 -.09 9.22 9.25 -.030
0.

MONTGOMERY VLGE JR 7 107.0 7.90 .7.58 +.32 7.91 7.56 +.35 7.44 7.57 +.27 8.09 7.80 +.299 100T.0 9.52 9.28 4.24 939 914 +.25 9.13 9.10 +.03 9.54 9.36 4.18

NERPORT JR HIGH. 7 105.0 7.38 7.36 -.04 7.24 7.36 -.12 7.35 7.40 -.05 7.56 7.61 -.069 108.0 9.34 928
.:3

+.06 9.20 9.14 4.06 006 9.0 -.o9 9.s2 9.36 .04'

NORTH PETHSUA JR 7 1190 8.49 4.35 .14 8.33. 8.26 +.07 8.67 8.19 +.341 8.71 845 +.269 118.0 10.51 10.42 4.09 10.21 10.32 -.11 10.25 10.09 +.16 10.39 10.45 -.06

PAINT PRANCH 9 108.0 9.49 9.28 .21 9,21 +.07 9.22 9.10 ,t.12 9.06 9.36 -.28

PARKLAHO JR HIGH 7 109.0 7.78 7.69 4.09 7.67 7.66 .01 7.71 7.66 +.05 7.90 . 7.89 4.039 107.0 9.27 9.16 +.11 9.22 9.02 +.20 o.11 9.00 +.11 9.16 -.09
. .---

_9.25

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 041ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

3 5 9
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0300LESVILLE SR JR - WHITE OAK4k)

TABLE 3.. SCHOOL LEVEL-tCOMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE*

SCHOOL NAME

GRADE
ORGANU...
°ZATTON

-(1)

TOTAL
SCHOOL
ENROLL-
MENT
(2)

PUPIL/
STAFF
RATIO
(3)

PERCENT
11VERAGE,
DAILY

ATTEN
DANCE
(4)

'

TOTAL NO.'
AVERAGE YEARS
EXPERIENCE

PERCENT
STAFF
MASTER'S
DEGREE
OR ABOVE

(9)

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

PERCENT
DISAB-.
VAN-

TAGED
(10)

MEDIAN
EDUCA....

TION OF
MOTHER
(II)

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME
(S)
(12)

TEACHER
(5)

ADMIN.-TEACHER
(6) (7)

ADMIN.
(6

POOLESVILLE SR JR 'PRE K, 7-12 646 14.1 43.1 2.0, 1392. 19..0 42.1 10.9 12.0 10812.0

RANDOLPH JR HIGH 784 14.8 93.2 51.0 2.0 19.9 26.4 3.3 12.5 13590.0

.REDLAND 7 -9 934 15.3 94.4 59.0 2.0 7.2 17.7 3699 4.4 12.7 16127.0

'ROBERT FROST 7-9 1148 17.7 95.6 ' 62.0 3.0 7.9 17.0 40.0 2.0 13.4 210334

.
ROCKVILLE HIGH 9 -12

e

1301 16.1 90.6 78.0 3.0 12.6 19.0 56.8 5.5 12.5 15201.0

SHERWOOD,SR JR PRE K, 9-12 1150 16.8 88.6 66.3 2.0 10.6 1005. 38.8 7.4 12.8 16275.0I I

SLIGO JR HIGH 1t411 16.3 95.5 67.0 3.0 10.5 21.8 40.7 3.1 12.6 16613.0

TAKOMA PARK JR HI 651 14.2 69.9 57.0 3.0 8.3 19.5 33.3 7.4 12.5 11471.0

THOMAS S WOOTTON JR 912 1357 16.9 92.7 77.5 3.0 10.5 14.7 43.5 2.4 13.5 21072.0 "

THOMAS W PYLE JR 7-9 1220 17.9'' 96.2 65.0 3.0 9.3 29.i 33.8 2.7 14.6 24811.0

TILDEN JR 7 -9 X736 17.3 95.6 40.5 2.0 10.1 23.5. 43.5 0.6 13.1 17591.0

WESTERN JR HIGH 7-9 875 15.3 95.4 54.0 3.0 11.8 24.0 43.9 2.3 14.0° 21551.0

WHITE OAK JR HIGH 7-9 1337 16.9 95.7 76.0 3.0 11.1 26.5 41.8 1.2 12.9 20103.0

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.
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(POOLESVILLE SR JR - W1-1ITE OAK JR)

MONTGOMERY COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

TABLE 4. RELATION O ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLED*

SKILL AREAS

VoCAGGLARY - READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL 'TOTAL

SCHOOL NAME- GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE

SAS s GE

MARY..

LAND
NORM

DOFER.. AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

MARY..
LAND
NORM

7.:

DIFFER.. AVERAGE
ENCE

OE

POoLESVILLL SR JR 7 102.0 6.68 6.99 -.31 7.10 7.03 4.07 6.95

9 MO 8.30 8.18 +.12 8.02 7.93 4.09 7.51

RANDOLPH .R1 HIL.41 7 107.0 7.58 7.58 .00 7.51 7.56 ...05 7.60

9 108.0 8.93 9.29 -.36 8.70 9.13 -.43 .8.50?

REOLAHP 7 107.0 7.76 7.66 4.1n 7.57 7.61 -.04 7.69

9 110.0 9.42 9.63 -.21 9.36 9.42 -.06 1.12

RUDER! FROST 7 111.0 8.29 8.21 4.08 8.30 8.08 4.22 8.06

9 115.0 10.16 10.39 -.21 10.02- 10.10 -.08 9.06

ROCKVILLE HIGH 9 107.0 9.25 9.29 -.04 9 23 9.07 4.16 8.89

SHLRwoop S,I JR 9 105.0 9.44 9.17 .27 9,21 8.85 +.36 8.89
a

...

51160 JR NIGH 7 106.0 7.71 7.58
,

+.11 7.60 7.53 4.07 7.67
9 108.0 9.32 9.46 -.14 9.20 9.21 -.01 1.19

.

TAKOMA PARK JR HI
.

7

9
102.0
103.0

6.92
"'8.62

6.19
8.70

....07

-.08
6.94
8.41

7.02
8.49

-.08
-.08

6.A3
8.49

THOMAS S mGoTToN JR 9 116.0 10.26 10.49 -.23 10.10 10.22 -.12 9.88

THOMAS 4 PILE JR 7 114.0 8.70 8.60 4.10 8.50 8.41 .09 8.68
9 117.0 10.73 10.83 -.10 10.25 10.37 -.12 10.45

TILDEN JR 7 113.0 8.66 8.32 .34 8.43 8.21 .22 8.72
9 116.0 10.58 10.28 4.30 10.34 10.13 4.21 10.18

WESTERN JR HIGH 7 112.0 8.77 61 .46 8.63 8.17 .46 8.61
9 116.0 10.14 La0353 +a1 10.29 10.20 .04 10.18

WHITE OAK JR HIGH 7 109.0 8.19 8.00 4.19 8.08 7.89 .19 8.n7

9 112.0 10.09 10.05 4.04 9.87 9.76 +.11 9.72

MARY..
LAND
NORM

DIOFR AVERAGE
ENCE

GEE

MARY.;
LAND
NORM

:MFFER.!
ENCE

7.07 -.12 7.12 7.25

6.10 -.54 6.61 8.24 -.23

7.57 .03 7.58 7.78 -.20

9.10 ....60 8.99 9.35 -.36

7.67 .02 7.94 7.87 .07
9.40 -.28 9.40 9.65 -.25

8.17 8.40 8.37 4.03
10.08 -.12 10.08 10.11 -.23

9.10 -.21 9.62 9.32 .30

8.98 . -.09 8.80 1.13 -.33

7.62
::P7 9::;

7.81
::Og

7.06
8.54

-.23
-.05

7.15
8.66

7.22 -.07

10.17 -.29 10.21 10.42. -.21

8.50. .18 8.75 +.08
10.41 .07 10.58 1::t; -.01

8.20 4.52 8.76 8.45 .31
9.98 .40 10.41 .10.30 .11

8.23 4.38 6.55 8.42 4.13
10.17 .21 10.27 10.40 -.13

8s00 4.07 8.26 n.22 .04
'9.80 ....08 9.88 10.00

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERNS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK tql.)
ACCOMPANYING 4DIFFERENcE4'SCoRES.
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(POOLES.VILLE SR JR - WHITE OAK JR )

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO, MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*MOTGORERY COUNTY

SCHOOL SYSTEM

1 SKILL AREAS

VOCAMUARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL
SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE.

SAS %E

MARY-
LANO
NORM

OIFFFR- AVERAGE
DICE

GE

MARY-
,LAND
NORM

OIFFER. AVERAGE
ENCE

GE:

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER'. AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

MARY-
LANO
NORM

DTFFE
ENCE.

POOLESV1LLE 541 JR 7 102.0 6.66 7.04 -.36 7.10 7.06 4.04 6.95, 7.13 +.16 7.12 7.34 . .229 96.0 6.30 8.13 4.17 6.02 7.96 +.06 7.51 8.11 -.60' A.01 6.25 +.27

RANDOLPH JR HIGH 7 157.0 7.56 7.56 4.04 7.51 7.56 -.05 7.60 7.57 .03 7.58 7.60 +.229 108.0 6.93 9.28 -.35 8.70 9.111, +44 6.50 9.10 -.60 6.99 9.36 .57

RtuLANN 7 107.0 7.76 7.58 ..18 7.57 7.56 +.01 7.69 7.57 4.12 7.94 7.80 ...149 110.0 9.42 9.51 -.09 9.36 9.36 -.02 9.12 o: 9.30 -.18 9.40 9.50 -.18

MUDERT FROST 7 111.0 6.29 6.02 +.27 64,121 7.96 +.34 0.06 7.93 +.13 8.40 8.17 4.239 115.0 10.16 10.08 4,04 10. 9.97 +.05 9.96 9.79 +.17 Hoe 10.12. -.04

RGCKVILLE AIGH 9 107.0 9.25 9.16 4.09 9.23 9.02 +.21 6.69 9.00 -.11 9.62 9.25 +.37
SHERAu00 54 JR 9 155.0 9.46 8.94 4.50 9.21 8.79 +.42 6.69 8.80 on 8.60 9.04 4

SLIGO JR 1-11GN 7 106.0 7.71 7.47 4.24 7.60 7.46 +.14 7.67 7.49 .16 7.97 7.71 4.269 108.0 9.32 9.26 4,04 9.20 9.14 +.06 9.19 9.10 .09 9.47 9.36 4.11

TAKOMA PARA JR HI 7 102,0 6.92 7.04 -.IP 6.94 7.06 ' -.12 6.63 7.13 .... -.30 7.15 7.349 103.0 8.62 6.71 -.09 6.41 8.55 -.14 6.49 6.61 -.12 5.66 8.82 +.

TNuMA5 5 WATToN JR 9 116.0 10.26 10.19 4.07 10.10 10.06 +.02 9.88 9.69 4.01 10.21 10.23 . -.0

THOMAS A PYLE JR 7 119.0 8.70 6.35 .,35 6.50 8.26 +.24 6.66 6.19 .49 6.75 6.45 4.39 417,0 10.73 10.31 4.4P 10.25 10.20 .a5. 14446 9.99 4.49 10.66 10.34 f.2

T1LOEN JR 7 113.0 6.66 4.24 4.42 6.43 6.16 +.27 6.72 6.11 +.61 6.76 8.36 4.49 116.0 10.58 10.19 4.3n 10.34 10.06 +426 10.16 . 9.69 +.49 10.41 10.23 4.1

14L5701.1 JR HIGH 7 112.0 6.77 4.13 64 6.63 8.06 +.57 6.61 6.02 .59 6.55 8.27 +.29 116.0 10.54 14.19 ..35 10.29 10.08 +.21 10.18 9.69 .49 10.27 10.23 +.0
t

WnITE OAK JR HIGH 7 04.0 8.19 7.80 .39 8.08 7.76 +.32 607 7.75 +.32 8.26 7.99 +.29 112.0 10.09 9,74 4.35 9.87 9.61 4.26 9.72 9.49 4.21 9,66 9.80 +.0

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (41ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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LOCAL, SCHOOL SYSTEM LEVELACCOUNTABILITY ASSESSMENT INFORMATION

4.17 PRINCE GEORGES COUNTY

School System Goals and Objectives

RINC
FORGES

A. Goal Setting Activities. The past year three,committees

composed of subject area specialists and upervisors, administrators,

and teachers were iryolved in developing goals for each of the areas

of reading, writing, and mathematics. They used the State goals as

theix framework. The school system goals were then submitted to the

Accountability Steering Committee, which is the group charged with

planning and coordinating. the accountability program for the school

system. Upon their recommendation the goals were submitted to the

Superintendent and the Board of Education for their approval.'

These goals were then submitted to the Maryland State

Department of Education where, after a few minor changes, they were

accepted.

B. Prince George's County School System Goals. Based upon the

State-wide Goals in Reading, Writing, and Mathematics, adopted by

the Maryland State Board of Education, Prince George's County has

developed the following Local System Goals:

In Reading, each student should be able to:-

1.A. Locate sources of information and 'use references
in both print and non-print materials to accomplish

one's purposes. I.
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1.B. DeMonstrate the ability to use a variety of
print and non-print materials.

2.A. Demonstrate the ability to apply a system for
recognizing unfamiliar words and derive meaning
from the context. This system would include
picture clues, context clues, .phonic and structural
analysis skills, and/or authority, clues.

2.B. Recognize words one alreddy knows and identify new
words with speed and comprehension.

3.A. Comprehend various reading materials at the literal,
interpretive, and creative levels..

3.B. Develop a background of basic Concepts and information
to be used in comprehending various reading,materials.

4.A. Follow verbal as well as printed. directions.

4.B. Locate information.

4.C. Understand the intent of various kinds of forms.

4.D. Acquire a vocabulary essential to one's survival.

4.E. Attain personal development.

5. Demonstrate an increasing desire to select reading
materials appropriate to needs and interests for
recreational and leisure reading.

In Writing, students should be able to:

1.A. Express themselves, using conventional standards
of language and punctuation.

1.B. Write to inform other persons and use appropr12te
standards of language and pundtuatlon.

2.A. Use writing for social reasons and use appropriate
language and punctuation.

G.

2.B. Use writing for vocational reasons and use
appropriate language and punctuation.

3.A. Writeto meet social and personal needs.

3.B. Evidence appreciation of the need for, personal
and social writing.
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A 'In Mathematics/ upon completion of the program
Prj.nce George's County students should be able to:

1.A. Recall and/or recognize mathematical definitions
and facts relating to arithmetic, geometry) and
measurement.

1.B. Recogftize.and use mathematical Symbols correctly.

2:A. Show Mastery of basic operations of arithmetic
with respect to the positive rational numbers.

2.B. Solve simple equations and inequalities.

2.C. Find measurement of length, area, volume, and
weight, both in English and metric units.

2.D. Use,measuring, computational, and graphic devides.

2.E. Demonstrate the ability to interpret graphs and

charts.

-3.A. Understand the concept of whole number and fraction.

3.B. Understand the processes of addition, multi-Plication,
subtraction, and division.

3.C. Understand the concept of Measurement.

3.D. Translate a verbal statement to a mathematical
symbolic equivalent.

4.A. Solve a mathematics problem, by using mathematical
symbols and then find a solution.

4.13; Use mathematics in the solution of problems
involving science applications.

4.C. Follow a logical'sequence of steps to solve the

, stated problems.

S.A. Use computations needed to develop into a prudent

money manager.

5.B. Demonstrate the ability to use mathematical reasoning
and processes to solve problems relating to personal,

consumer, and societal needs.

5.C. Recognize mathematical patterns and relationships.

`) r:
c)
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6.A. Relate mathematics to other areas such as
science, art, music, sports, and architectue.,

"6.B. Participate in the learning of mathematics )
beyond that which is required.

C. Objective Setting Activities. The system -wide goals
mentioned above became the framewoilk for schools touse.in
establishing their local school objectives.

The Accountability Steering Committee developed a plan
and procedures for the development of iocal school objectives.
As an aid to schools it was decided to develop an illustrative
list of typical school objectives which were consistent with the
county goals and met the State criteria for school objectives.
A ten-teacher task force in each of the three subject areas
participated in a four=day workshopunder the leadership of
instructional supervisors and specialists to develop the
illustrative lists.

A workshop was held for principals in each of the
three administrative areas to orient them to the process of
developing -objectives for their school and explaining their
leadership role and ways of involving their total staffs and
community. Each principal was to select three teachers as
chairpersons of the school's objective writing teams,

On a county-wide inservice day, the chairperson for
each team in each school attended a meeting for his particular
subject area. At these half-day meetings the supervisors presented
the illustrative listS\ of school objectives and held'workshop
sessions with the teachers giving them guidance and assistance in
developing sdhool objectives and explaining to them the criteria
to be met. In the. afternoon of this day each school faculty met
under ,the'leadership of the principal and the chairpersons of the
three objective writing teams. The total staff became oriented
to this task and planned jointly for the manner in which they would
develop their school's objectives for submission by April 1st..

Lasted below are what might be typical objectives for
an elementary, junior high, and senior high school in our county.
These are taken from our Illustrative List in Reading, Writing, and
Mathematics.

Elementary School

1. By the end of grade 3, the average student, given
a reading selection at his instructional level in
which several'words are underlined, will choose
from a list of alternatives a synonymkand/or
antonym for each word, to be measured by teacher
constructed tests.

36C
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By the end of grade 3, the average student,
by being given the need to write a thank,-you
letter, will write at least a two - sentence

letter expressing his gratitude, using co ect

letter form and appropriate language an k

punbtuation, to be measur6d-by-teacfier ervation.

3. By the end of grade 3, the average stliaent_will be
'able to use whole numbers and fractf,601nUmbers in
problem solving, as measured by teacher constructed
tests and independent activities.

4. By the end of grade 6, the average sttident,given
a list of words needed to complete claisroom
assignments and tests, will read the words and
describe their meaning, as measured by teacher
observation or criterion reference tests.

5. By the end of grace 6,, the average student will
write sequential directions for reaching'a given
destination from a teacher supplied map which
Shows beginning and ending point, as measured by

teacher-observation.

° 6. By-the end of grade 6, the average student will
demonstrate the ability to answer factual questions
using bar, line, picture,.and circle graphs and
charts, As measured by teacher constructed tests.

Junior High School

1. By the end _of grade 9i the average student, given

a set of phrased containing key words andseveral
defihitons which correspond with each word, will
select the most appropriate definition for each
word, as measured by teacher constructed tests or

informal inventories.

2. By the end of grade .94the average student will

write a detailed resuAlb'of previous work experiences
with emphasis placed on organization, word choice,
chronology, sentence structure, and punctuation, as
measured by teacher observation and rating oaf

written work.

3. By the end of grade 9, the average student, given
the measurements, will calculate the perimeter/
circumference and areas of circles, triangles, and
quadrilaterals, as measured by published tests or
teacher constructed tests.
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Senior High School

1. By the end of grade 12, the average student,
given a contract or lease agreement and a set
of questions requiting interpretation of the
contract or lease agreement, will answer the
questions. accurately, as measured by teacher .

constructed tests or informal inventories. ,

2. By the end of grade 12, the average student,
given two teacher-prepared paragraphs, will
differentiate between the two, selecting the more
effective and better written one, and re-writing
the poorer one to reflect, _the effective communication
in better model, as measured by teacher observation.

3. By the end of grade 12, the average student will
identify the required quantities in a stated
problem, write algebraic representations of
those quantities,. assemble a correct equation
relating the quantities, solve.the equation, and
determine the values of the required quantities,
as measured by teacher constructed tests.

D. Results of the Accountability Assessment Program. Using
the 'statistical method of multiple regression to analyze the results
of tests administered in all Maryland public schools, in effect
equalizing schools with respect to factors over which schools
have little or no control, provides the basis for identifying
exemplary schools. J3chools which the data indicate have exceptionally
effective instructional programs can serve as models for those
schools in which the instructional program appears to-be weak.
Being able to assess the contribution that the school itself is
making to pupils' educational development, as indicated-by
differences between observed and expected scores, should be of
considerably greater value than national norms for making decisions
about where efforts should be directed to improve instruction.

With regard to Prince George's County's results, there
would appear to be an inconsistency in this system's average
school score 611 the seventh grade 'Cognitive Abilities Test,
Nonverbal. This score in Standard Age Score units (SAS) is 103.4.
A comparison of Prince George's County's and total Maryland's
average school scores on the Cognitive Abilities Test, Reading
Comprehension, and Mathematics Total tests at the four grade levels
highlights the inconsistency.
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SAS Reading Comprehension Mathematics
Md. P.G. Md.

.

3.57 3.61 3.61,
5.31 5,45 5.53

6.93 7.30 7.23

8.42 8.68 8.72

Grade P.G. Md. P.G.
.

3 - 98.7 99.6 3.58

5, 99.1 100.8 5.34

7 103.4 101.1 6.94

9 .101.2 102..2 8.14

The P.G. seventh grade average school SAS relative to the

total Maryland seventh grade average school SAS is "out of line" by

°about three SAS points. The result is that a disproportionate number

of schools have expected scores higher than observed scores at the

seventh grade. Whether the apparent three point discrepancy is due

to systematic rather than random error is to be determined.

E. Progress Toward System and/or School Goals Not Covered b

State Assessment Instruments. The administration of the State-wi e

testing program consisting of eight subtests qT the Iowa Tests

Basic Skills and the Cognitive Abilities Test, Nonverbal, at four

grade levels is a substantial expenditure of teacher and pupil time

and financial resources, which limits the system's capacity for

measuring educational objectives beyond those measured by the

Maryland Accountability Assessment Program. The Prince George's

County School System has in operation, however, ,a number of programs

for assessing and improving instruction. The major ones are as

follows:

The elementary school evaluation program. A

comprehensive evaluation instrument has been

developed covering facets of the elementary
school from the instructional program to the
maintenance of the building. This instrument,

is used to evaltate an average of ten schools

each "year.

The senior high school evalu ation program.
Each senior high school is evaluated by the
Middle States Association Accrediation Program,
and periodic progress reports are submitted.

The Right-To-Read Program. Group diagnostic
instruments and a developmental reading test

are used to diagnose pupils' deficiencies in
reading skills and to prescribe appropriate

instruction.

Diagnostic-prescriptive instruments in mathematics and

music are being used in a selected number of schools to assess

instructional need and to assist pupils in mastering skills in

these disciplines.
/e

Tests measuring map reading, reading graphs and tables,

and use of reference materials are administered at the begihning

of the school year in grades 5 and 7 throughout the system to

diagnose skill deficiencies in these areas and to prescribe

appropriate instructional activities.
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Specific and-continuing educational objectives in
all curriculum areas have been developed as part of the Educational'
Master Plan and submitted for approval to the Board of. Education.
After the Plan has been approved, the-objectives will constitute
the framework in which curricula will be developed and modified
as necessary, and instructional programs implemented and evaluated.

F. Program Modification Activities. A number of program
modification activities are under way with Piads for further
Itbdification under development. Some of these include:

A revisibn of our K-12.social studies program, with
implementation ofthe K-6 program this year and a
study and teview of the junior high program this
year with plans for Modification next year.

. Increased emphasis is being given to the teaching
of basic educational skills in all disciplines.

Career education offerings have been expanded with
particular attention being given in the area of
work experience.

-o A pre - vocational, program is under development for
the junior high schools.

A study of junior high and middle school programs
has resulted in a proposal to set up pilot middle
schools.

Right-To-Read (Comprehensive Reading) Program has
been expanded into the secondary, school program?,
acdordingto schedule.

Expansion of the concurrent enrollment program for
seniors with the community college is being explored
to include after-school courses at the local high
school.

Increased emphasis in the area of art id the
elementary school is under way.

Expansion of the physical education program K-6
is being'implemented. I,

The foreign language program has been supplemented
to include an awareness and exploration of career
opportunities involving the use of foreign languages'.
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4-346



ti

t.

Kindergarten_program has been supplemented to
include some basic perceptual-motor and langUage

,
development skills.

Unmet needs for resources to permit.iMproOment of
pr grams and services: 4 41 \

1. Funds for' altetnative school programs.

2. Fundsfor inservice and staff development.

3. Funds for School of the Performing Arts.

4.: Funds to computer assisted programs.

_5. Fads for additional ESOL prog

11
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PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY

TABLE,Ii . COMMUNITY AND

A. GaMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS

SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE*

(1)

TOTAL it
POPULATION

(2) ,

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME

(3)
. . ,

PERCENT
DISADVANTAGED -

SCHOOL AGE 'CHILDREN ,

660,564 .

512,450 11.4

A4/

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
/MALES 25 YEARS
''OF AGE OR OLDER

,

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

15)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
FEMALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

12.6. 12.4

B. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS IAS OF SEPTEMBER,1973)

(6)

TOTAL,
SCHOOL

ENROLLMENT -
.

(7)

AVERAGE
TEACHER
SALARY

(8)

AVPAGE'
ADMINISTRATOR

SALARY
.

(9)

AVERAGE
YEARS

TEACHING
EXPEPIENCE

(10)

. AVERAGE
YEARS

ADMINISTRATOR
EXPERIENCE

.

154,496 $11,823 $22,138 9.1 19.7

4111

PERCENT STAFF,
MASTERS DEGREES"

OR
1.--
ABOVE

---^'

4(12)

SCHOOL LEVEL
PUPIL/STAFF

. RATIO

(1') '

PERCENT\
AVG. DAILY
'ATTENDANCE 1

24.1 . 19.8 92.4

C. FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-1973 SCHOOL YEAR)

I.

(14)
4

TOTAL
PER PUPIL
COST

.

(15)

PER PUPIL
INSTRUCTIONAL

COSTS
.

. ,

t (16)
,

. , PERCENT
EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO
INSTRUCTION

(17)

PER PUPIL
ADMINISTRATIVE
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

' COSTS
51,000.08 $757.72 75.8 $25.08

..-

(18)

PERCENT-EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

ADMINISTRATION
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

(19)

PER PUPIL
PUPIL PERSON-
NEL SERVICES

COSTS .

_......,

(20)

PERCENT EXPENSES
At.leOTTED TO ,

PUPIL PERSONNEL
SERVICES

2.5 $6.30 0.6

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND SbURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE.

372
4-348



ar,

-PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY

TABLE 2. NONVEkBALAILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE),
'AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),

BY SKILL AREASI.'

SKILL
AREAS

.

(1)

GRADE

o

(2.)

NUMBER Of
N STUDENTS

ENROLLED*

.

(3)

.

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED**

.

NUMBER

(4)

OF -

SCHOOLS
TESTED

(5)
AVERAGE
STANDAgD

AGE
SCORE
(SAW-

(6)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

f7)
'f

AVERAGE
GRADE .

EQUIVALENCE
(GE)"

(8)

' -S'TANDARD -'
D'EVIATION

'0 :.(51)/

(1)

'..,,,,,..

VOCABULARY

.

3 12165 94.48 159 98.7
. ,,.....

16.15 3/51

.

1.16

5 12949
$

4a..4.,4 159 99.1

.........--.

16.67 5.21 '1.58 -.

7

-

13205"

.

'91.31

.

i 41

...."'

103.4 17.33
.

6.87 1-1-415

12343 87.09 41 101.2
...

17.29
."1

\t., 8.51

u

2.08.

(2)

READING
COMPRE-
HENSfON:

3 12165 95.17
c.

159 98.7 16.15
,

3.-55 1.27

12949 95.64 159
ft

99.1 16.67 5.34 1.56

7 13205 91.48 41 103.4 17.33 '6.94 . 1.90

9 12343 90.42, 41 101.2 17.29 ,8.14 '2.16

(3)

SPELLING

o

3 12165 94.29 159 '98.7 16.15 4.02 - .1.44

4 5 129 95.42 159 99.1 16.67 5.41 1.78

7 13205
e

91.14 41 . 103.4 17.33 6.88 2.16

9 12343 ,1 87.01 41 101.2 17.29 8.39
.

2.37

,(4)

CAPITAL-
IZATION

3 12165 94.33 159 . .48.7

99.1

,

-1-4.

16.15

16.67

3.67

5.11

1.31

1.64,

12944 95.46 159

13205 90.61 41 103.4 17.33 6.00 2.08

0
12343

'\>

.
86.28

.

41 101.2 . 17.29 1.34

.

2.37

(5) .

[PUNCTUATION

12165 93.88 154 98.7 o -16.15 -)--. 3.77 1.42

5 12949 95.3( 159 '09.1 16.67 5.19 1.64

.

7 13205

a

90.12 41 103.4

.

17.33
'1.

. .

6.67 2.08

9 12343 ¢ 85:64 q 41
.

101Ar 17.29 8.15 2.36

.AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.

** NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.

TANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM
COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1,-1971 EDITION.

THE- flEAfiS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM
.GROUP FPR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 100; NATIONAL SD 16.

tt gRADE EQUIVALENCE CGE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORA 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE

NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3,-5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, AND 9.4, VARYING SLIGHTLY

FOR EACH SKILL AREA.

3"1-1.t
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PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE),
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),

BY SKILL AREAS

(CONTINUE0

SKILL-
AREAS

(1)

.

'

GRADE

(2)

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLED *

(3)

,

PERT ENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED **

(ft)

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED-

(5)
AVERAGE
STANDARD

AGE
SCORE
(SAS) 1,

(6)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(7t,

AVERAGE

EQUI:IlltEsICE
(GE) t+-

(8).

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(61

LANGUAGE
USAGE

.

3
7

-12165 .94'.50 -159 '178.7 ,'16.15 . 3.85 1.34 -

5 12949 95.41 159 99.1 16.67 5.55 1.66

7 13205 90.31 '41 101.4' 17.33 7.26 2.02

9 12343
.

56.314 41 101.2 17.29
A

6.53 . 2.27

(71

LANGUAGE
TOTAL

. .

3 12165- 91.90 159 98.7 16.15 3.86

.

1.20

5 12949 94.07 159 99.1 16.67. 5.34 1.46

7 13205 85.01
' ;' 103.4 17.33 6.97 .1.82

9 12343 77.30 41 . 101.2 . 17.29 8.47 2.03

(B)

MATHEMATICAL
CONCEPTS

be

.

3 12165 j 94.80 159 98.7 16.15 3.60 1.01

5 12949 95.41

I

159 99.1 16.67 5.53 1.45

7 13205 92.76 41 103.4 17.33 7.31 . 1.80
.

' 12343 88:99 41 '101.2
1 17.29 8.81 1.99

(9)

MATHEMATICAL
PROBLEMS

3 12165 94.48 159 98.7 16.15 3.56 1.07

5 12949 95.34 159

1

1

99.1

-

16.67

-.-

5.32 1.34

13205 92.06
. --

41 103.4 17.33 \ 7:26 1.75

9 12343 87.45- 1 41 101.2 . 17.29 8.43 2.00

(10)

MATHEMATICAL
TOTAL

3 12165 i x.01 159 98.7 16.15 3.61 .98

5 12949 °

-

4.66 159 99.1 16.67 5.45
1

1.30

7 13205 89.59 - 41 103.4 17.33 7.30 1.67

12343 84.81 41 101.2

....--,

17.29 8.68 1.90

* AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED Tb INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.

** NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER

-V'

ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED .A5 A PERCENTAGE.

t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM CdGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTEPY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION.
THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 100, NATIONAL. SD 16.

tt GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE
NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7. AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 1.7, 5.7, 7.7r AND 9.4, VARY Nn SLIGHTLY

) FOR CH SKILL AREA.

iti I

7:b
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(I.(COKEEIC BLADENSBURG)

I

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL-COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES

GkADE
ORGANI-
ZATION.

(11

PROFILES-

TOTAL
SCHOOL.
ENROLL-
MENT
(21

PUPIL/
STAFF
RATIO
(3)

NO.
AVERAGE YEARS
EXPERIENCE

PERCENT
STAFF

MASTER'S
DEGREE
OR ABOVE

(9)

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

SCHOOL NAME

PERCENT
AVERAGE
DAILY

ATTEN-
DANCE
(4)

TOTAL PERCENT
DISADr
VAN-

TAGED
(10)

MEDIAN
EDUCA-
TION OF
MOTHER
(11)

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME
(1)
(12)

TEACHER
(5)

ADMIN.
16)

TEACHER
17)

ADMIN.
(8)

ACCOKEEK K-6 365 20.3 93.6 . 17.0 1.0 11.0 11.0 13.9 10.8 12.1 11799.0

*DELPHI K-6\ 620 22.3 96.8 25.8 2.0 7.9 19.5 18.0 7.9 12.6 12685.0

AGER ROAD K-6 480 20.0 94.6 23.0 1.0 10.6 37.0.r 14.6 4.5 12.2 11123.0

ALLENWOOD -K-6 339 20.7 97.7 "15.4 1.0 8.3 31.0 36.6 3.5 12.6 16483.0

ANDREWS AIR FORGE BASE K -6 469 22.0 96.1 20.3 1.0 6.7 16.0 25.8 2.3 12.4 9969.0

APPLE GROVE K-6 552 20.5 96.9 24.9 2.0 9.6 26.0 9.3 4.5 12.6 13646.0

ARDMORE K-6 583 22.0 95.4, 24.5 2.0 7.1 14.8 15.1 5.4 12.4 13426.0

ARROWHEAD K-6 587 22.4 95.9 25.2 1.0 ' 9.7 18.0 31.3 7.5 12.4 14064.0

AVALON, K-6 520 ,21.6 94.6 23.1 1.0 8.6 23.0 6.6 4.9 12.5 14402.0.

BADEN 3-6 483 20.5 96.6 22.5 1.0 11.1 23.0 26.5 12.5 11.2 9548.0

BARNABY MANOR K-6 490 20.9 95.9 22.5 1.0 7.5 18.0 42.5 -2.6 12.6 12987.0

BEACON HEIGHTS K-6 ' 460 21.4 94.5 20.5 1.0 9.8 31.0 18.6 3.8 12.3 11883.0

BEAVER HEIGHTS K-6 . 424 18.7 95.1 21.7 '1.0 8.5 47.0 24.2 8.9 12.2 11496.0

BELTSVILLE K-6 687 20,6 96.2 30.8 2.5 13.9 27.5 19.5 1d, 12.4 13624.0

BERKSHIRE K-6 570 21.6 94.5 24.4 2.0 10.0 15.0 24..8 3.4 12.4 10806.0

DERWYN HEIGHTS K-6 491: 21.1 05.4 . 72.1 1.0 12.g 32.0 22.7 5.4 12.4 13735.0

BLADENSBURG K-6 .633 19.7 95.5 30.2 2.0 8.3 16.0 27.0 .11.9 12.3 11017.0

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION' OF TERMS.

4,

375
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(ACCOKEEK BLADENSBURG)

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY 'SKILL

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

PRINCE GEORGES COUNTY
CONTROLLED*

SCHOOL SYSTEM
SKILL AREAS

;._VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL . MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

k..:

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE, MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- OIFFER- AVFRAGE MARY- OTFFER-

. . LANG EnCE LANG ENCE LANG ENCE h LANG ENCE

6 SAS GE NORM GE NORM GE' NORM og NORM

ACCOKEEK 3 96.4, 3.90
102.5 5,50

ADELPN/ 3 95.3 3.60
5 100.4 4.90

A4LR ROAD 3 101.1 3.40
5 98.7 5.00

.

ALLENWOOD 3' 109.4 4.00
5' 105.2 6.10

ANDREWS AIR FORCE 3 97.8 3.60

)ASE 5 98.1 5.60

APPLE nROVe. 3 104.3 4.20
. 104.5 5.90

ARuMOHF 3 102.0 3.60
5 97,6 5.30

ARROWHEAD 3 100.0 3,60
5 101.9 5.30

AVALON 3 98.6 3.40
5 102.9 5:10

8AuEN 3 92.1 3.20
,5 09,1 4.20

04ANAMy MANOR 3 102.1 3.60

BEACON HEI4HT5

BEAVER HE1,,HT5

ULLTSVILLL

BERKSHIRE

ULRWYN HEI4RT5

8LADENSLIUR0

5 98.9 5.40

3 95,2 3.00 a,
5 98,4 4.80 4

3 44,5 3.60
5 100.7 5.30

3 103.2 3.80
5 100,8 5.50

3 95,2 3.50
5 95.9 4.70

3 92,3 3.40
5 96,9 5.00

. 95.1 3.00
5 95.4 4.60

3.39 +.51 3.90 3.42 +.48. 4.10 3.78 +.32 3.90 3.48 +.42

5.39 +.11 5.90 5.46 +.44 5.40 5.60 -.20 5.70 , 5.64 +.06

3.32 .28 3.40 3.34 +.06 3.60 3.70 -.10 3.50 3.41 +.09

5.31 -.41 5.00 ,5.36 -.36 5.10 5.47 -.37 5.30 5.52 -.22

3.62.,. -,22 ,3.50 3.69 -.19 1.90 . 4.03 -.13, 3.60 3.69 -.09

5.12 -.12 5.20 5.19 401 5.30 5.32 -.02 5.60 5.37 +.23

.

4.16 -,16 1+400 4.22 -.22 14.10 4.53 -.43 4.20 4.16 4,04

5.96 ...14 6.00 5.95 +.05+ 5.70 6.10 -.40 6.30 6.13 +.17

3.44 +.16 3.50 3.49 +.01 4.00 3.85 +.15 3.70 3.52 +.18

5.05 +.55 5.20 5.15 +.05 5.40 5.24 . ..1'6 5.50 5.30 +.20

.,

3.84 +.36 4.20 3.90 +.30 4.40 4.23 +.17 44.10 3.84 +.22

5.61 +.29 6.00 5.65 +.35 5.A0 '5.77 +.03 6.00 soll ..19

3.70 -.10 3,50 3.75 -.25 4.10 4.09 +.01 3.50 3.76 -.26

5.15 +.15 5.30 5.17 +.13 5.40 5.30 +.10 5.20 5.35 -.15

3.59 +.01 3.50 3.63 -.13 3.90 3.97 -.07 3.60 3.06 -.06

5.45 -.15 5.50 5.47 +.03 5.40 5.61 -.24 5.50 5.65 -.15

I

3.52' -.12 3.50 3.54 -.04 3.50 3.89 -.09 3.60 3.59 +.01

5.53 =.43 5.10 5.55 -.45 5.10 5.69 -.59 5.40 .5.73 -.33

3.06 4.14 3.30 37.'b9 +.21 3.60 3.47 +.r3 3.2n -.01

4.37 -.17 4.30 4.45 -.15 4.10.. 4.64 -.34 4,70 +.00

3,71 -.11 3.60 3.77 -.17 90,4.00 4.10 -.10 3.70

5.22 4.14 5.30 5.26 +04 5.30 5.38 -.08 5.30 5. -.13

3.30 -.30 2.80 3.32 -.52 3.50 3.68 -.18 3.30 3.40

5.13 -.33 5.20 5.19 +.01 5.00 5.32 -.32 5.40 5.37

'

3,25 4,35 3.60 3.28 +.32 3.70 ,3.64 +.06 3.80 3.36 +.44

5.26 ..04 5.30 5.33 -.03 5.50 5.46 +.04 5.40 5.51 -.11

3.77 +.03 3.90 3.43 +.07 4.40 4.16 +.24 3.90 3.82 +.08

5.36 +.14 5.60 5.39 +.21 5.10 5.52 -.22 5.60 5.57 03

3.2 +.21 3.40 3.33 +.07 1.70 3.69 +.01 3.50 3.3g +.11

4.93 -.23 5.20 5.01 +.19 4.40 5.12 '-.32 5.00 5.18 -.18

3.15 +.25 3.30 3.15 +.15 3.70 3.51 +.19 3.50 3.27 +.23

.5.11 -.11 5.10 5.13 -.03 5.20 5.26 -.06 5.60 5.31 +.29

3.29 -'.29 3.00 3.32 -.32 3.10 3.68 -.38 3.20 3.39 :19
4..90 -.30 4.70 4.97 . -.27 4.60 5.09 -.49 4.90 5.15 -.25'

Soo CHAPTER 4. SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK IP)

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

0-4 n
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(ACCOKEEK - BLADENSBURG)

TABLE 5.. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS

pk1NcE bEthiciEs cowry STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*
SCHOOL SYSTEM

.50-100L NAME

ALCOXErK

ADELMOI.

AbL41 anow

.

ALL644n00-

VOCABULARY

GRA6E AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY-
LAND

505 GE NORM

3 96.9 3.90 3.34
5 102.6 5.50 5.39

3 95.3' 3.60 3.24
5 100.4 4.90 5.20

.1 101.1
5 98.7

3 109.4

3.40 3.61
5.00, 5.05

4.00 4.15
b 108.2 6.10 5.87

SKILL AREAS

READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

OIFFFP- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- OIFFFR- AVERAGE MARY.. DIFFER.
E.ICE LANO ENCE LAND ENCE LANO EmCE

GE NORM a NORM OF NORM

4

..56 A 3.90 3.39 +.51 4.10 3.76 4.34 1.90 3.45 4..44 *

..11 5.90 5.45 4.45 5.40 5.62 -.22 i11.70, 5.65 .05

%.--C

-.30 5.00 5.27 -.27 5.10 5.45 ..35 g'... * 5.49 -.19
..36 , 3.40 3.29 +.11 3.60 3.66 -.06 3.37 ..13

-.P1 3,50 3067 -.17 3.40 4.02 -.12 3.60 3.69 -.09
.4.05 5.20 5.13 . +.07 5.30 . 5.32 '...02 5.60 5.36 *.24

...IS 4.00 4.23 -.23 4.10 4.53 -.43 4.20 4.15 *.05
..23 6.00 5.90 +.10 5.70 6.04 ...34 6.07 *.23

1,- 4

ANuREMS ALE FukcE 3 97.8, 3.60 3.40 ..20 3.50 3.45 +.05 4.40 3.41 *.19 3.7n 3.91 *.19BASE b 40.1 5.60 5.00 4.60 5.20 5.0S +.12, 5.2D 4.12 5.50 5.32 4.1A
-

.

A4LE ofwvc

AKUMORE

AGROVEHEA4)

AVALON

04uE

3 104.3 4.20 3.62 ..3R 4.20 3.69 +.31 4.40 4.22 +.1A 4.10 3.47 4.23
5 104.5 WOO 5.55 ..35 6.00 5.60 +.40 5.40 5.76 4.04 6.00 5.40 0.20

3 1U2.0 3.60 3.67 3.50 3.73 -.e3 4.10 4.07 4.03 3.50 3.74 -.24
5 97.6 5.30 4.96 ..34 5.30 5.04 +.26 5.40 5.24 +.16 5.20 5.24 .OR

3 400.0 3.60 5.54 4.0ft 3,50 3.60 -.10 3.00.,, 3.95 ...OS 3.60 3.63 -.03
b 101.9 5.30 5.33 -.03 5.50 5.39 +.11 5.40 5.56 -.16 5.A0 5.60 -.10

3 98.6 3.40 3.0 ....O5 3.50 3.51 1.40 3.86 -.06 3.60 3.56 4.04
5 102.9 5.10 5.42 -.32 5.10 5.47 ...37 5.10 5.64 r.44 5.40 5.64

3 92.1 3.20 3.04
b 89.1 , 4.20 4.23

NNW( MAIOR 3 102.1 3.60 3.60
5 98.9 5.40 5.07

BEACO.* HEIGHTS

BLAVER HEIGHTS

3 95.2 3.00 3.23
5 98.4 4.40 5.03

3 94.5 3.60 3.19
5 100.7 5.30 5.23

OLLTSVILLL 3 1,03.2 3.80 3.75
5 100.8 5.50 5.24

OLaK5NIRE 3

5
95.2 3.50 3.23
95.9 4.70 4.41

OLPMYN HEIGHTS 3 92.3 3.40 3.05
b 96.9 500 4.90

BLADENSBUNv 3 95.1 3.00
5 95.4 4.60

1

3.23
4.77

+.22 3.60
.1,

-.03 4.30
3.0R
4.36 -.06 4.10 4.54 '1..29 4.70 - 4.65 *.05

3.20 ..00.+.16 3.30 3.4 +.14 3.2n

-...--..-4.1.8----4,1TO---.:(7.1r7. 3.75 -.QS...OS 3.60 3.74 .001 3.7n
..33 5.30 -MI- +.15 5.30 5.34 -.01 5.3n 5.38 -.08

-,23 2.80' 3.2A -.48 3.50 3.65 -.15 .3.3n '. 3.37 -.07
-.23 5.20 5.11 +.09 5.n0 5.30 -.30 5.40 5.39 *.06

,
4.41 3.60 3:24 +.36 41.70 3.61 ..aq 3.40 3.33 4.97

4.07 5.30 5.29 +.01 't $.50 5.47 4.03 5.40 5.51 -.11

4.041 '3.90 3.81 +.09 4.40 9.15 4.25 3.90 3.81 4.09
,4.26 5.60 5.30 +.30 5.10 5.48 -.1A 5.60 5.52 ..04

..27 '3.40 3.28 +.12 3.70 3.65 4.0A 3.50 3.37 *.13
-5.20 4.91 +.29 41,0 5.11 -.31 5.00 5.16 -.16

..35 3.30 3.09 +.21 3.70 3.47 +.23 3.50 3.21 4.29
+.10 5.10 4.99 +.11 5.p0 5.18 4.02 5.60 5.23 +.37

-.21 3.00 3.27 -.27
-.17 4.70 ,14.87 -.17

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS U
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

404

1.N0 3.65 -.35 3.P0 3.36 -.
4.60 5.n7- -.47 ' 9.00 , 5.12

LANATION OF ASTERISK (*1
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1



(BOND MILL - CHEVERLY TUXEDO)

TABLE 3. . SCHOOL LEVEL--COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC,SCHOOL RESOURCESPROFILE*.-..

.
.,

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
PERCENT PERCENT

PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN
A TOTAL AVERAGE .

AVERAGE YEARS STAFFGRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S DISAD.- EDUCA- FAMILY.ORGAN(-. ENROLL- STAFF ATTEN DEGREE VAN- TION OF INCOME
TEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.ZATION MENT RATIO DANCE OR ABOVE PAGED MOTHER Is)SCHOOL NAME (II (21 (31 (4) (5) (6) 17) (8) 19) 13.0) 1111 (12)

BOND MILL 707 24.7 96.7

,.........11gADIURY HEIGHTS K 569 20.7 93.7

BRANDYWINE 663 21.5 95.4

BRENTWOOD PRE I(^6 270 19.3 91.7

BUCKINGHAM PRE K -6 536 22.9 94.8

CALVERTON K -6 740 22.5 96.8

CAMP SPRINGS K -6 510 20.6 95.8

CAPITOL HEIGHTS K -6 403 21.1 93.1

CARMODY HILLS 525 20.3 95.6

CAROLE HIGHLANDS K -6 504 25.1 95.4

CARROLLTON K-6 540 23.0 95.8

CATHERINE I REED 652 22.3 96.9

CHAPEL FORGE K-6 660 22.2 96.7

CHEROKEE 659 22.9 95.6

CHESTNUT HILLS 590 22.0 95.9

CHEVERLY TUXEDO 327 22.2 97.5

* SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

I

26.6

26.5

28.9

3.3.0

22.\'\

30.9

23.7

23.9

19.1

22.5.

27.2

27.4

26.3

25.8

13.7'

'2.0 8.6 19.5 20.6 0.2 12.6 16024.0

1.0 10.3 20.0 t9.3 9.4 12.3 ..12038.0

2.0 12.6 19.3 18.4 5.6 12.2 12045.0

1.0 9.5 9.0 17.9 , 4.7 11.2 9394.0

1.0 8.6 32.0 32.9 2.9 12.7 15859.0

2.0 11.7 22.9 28.9 3.0 12.6. 13235.0

1.0 12.4 18.0 32.4 4.5 12.4 14404.0,

2.0 4.1 22.0 21.4 6.9 12.1 , 11163.0.

2.0 '8.6 13.3 35.9 5.6 12.3 13512.0
7

1.0 7.5 16.0 21.9 3.9 12.5 12408.0

1.0 11.1 18.0 26.8 2.6 12.4 13973.0

7.0 7.7 16.5 10.3 6.3 12.4 12040.0

2.3 10.9 21.7 37.0= 1.7 12.8 15484.0

2.5 10.7 16.1 27: 12.6 '15505.0

a

1.0 8.5 19.0 11.2

fa

2.3 12.4 13416.0

1.0 15.6 19.0 17.0 15512.0

378
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(BOND MILL - CHEVERLY TUXEDO)

RMINCE GEOAGES COUNTY
SLtIOOL SYSTEM

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MAIWLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLED*

'SKILL AREAS

SCHOOL NAME GRAVE AVERAGE

SAS

VOCABULARY

AVERAGE 'MARY-
LAND

GE NORM

DIFFER-
EvCE

READING COMPREHENSION

AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER-
LAND ENCE

GE NORM

LANGUAGE

AVERAGE MARY-.

LAND

GE NORM

TOTAL

DIFFER-
ENCE

MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

AVERAGE MARY* OFFER-.
LAND ENCE

GE NORM

60140 MILL 3 110.3 4,30 4.20 .10 4.70 4.28 .42 4.90 4.58 .32 4.50 4,20 4.30

5 107.2 6.00 5.68 .12 6.50 5.87 +.63 6.20 6.02 4.18 6.30 6.05 +.25

6140pCIPY NcIOHIs 3 92.4 3.dO 3.14 -.14, 2.90 3.15 -.25 2.90 3.52 -.62 3.00 3.26

5 98.3 4.70 5.13 -.43 4.60 5.19 -.59 4.90 5.31 -.41 4.60 5.36

OKANDYKINE .1 95.0 3.30 1.28 . .02. 3.40 3.31 4.09 3.50 3.67 -.IT 3,40 3.39 .01

5 ' 95.1 4.90 4.91 -.01 5.10 4.96 .4.14 5.00 5.10 -.10 5.30 5.15 .15

OREN7400L 3 67.6 2.60 2.81 , -.21 2.70 2.81 -.11 2.90 3.2n -.30 2.70 2.98 -.28

5 95.5 5,00 4.78 .22 5.00 4.55 .12 5.20 5.07 .15 5.00 5.12 -.12

rs

6UcKINRHAH 3 106.5' 4.00 3.99 .01 3,90 4.05 -.15 4.40 4.36 4.04 ',' 5.50
1"g/

-.21

5 104.6 5.80 5.71 .09 5.80 5.70 4.10 6.00 5.64 .16 5.80 5. 5

'i

.

41

CALVERTON 3 105.2' 3.90 3.78 .12 4.10 3.84 .26 4.50 4.17 .33 4.00 3,82 .18

5 103.1 5.90 5.51 +.39 6.20 5.55 .65 6.00 5.67 .33 6.10 5.71 .39

X

CA:4P SpRIN0S 3
5

101.2
103.3

3.70
5.80

1.67
5.55

.03

.25
3.80
5.90

3.70
5.57

.10
4.33

4.00
6.00

4%04
5.72

-.04
.24

3.60
6.00

3.72
::21g

CAPITOL HEIGHTS 96.5 3.90 3.36 .-.54 3.60 3.40 .20 4.20 3.76 4.44 3.80 3.46 .31

92.9 4.70 4.73 -.01 5,10 4.80 .30 5.10 4.93 .17 5.00 4.99 .01

CAkMOUY HILLS 3 95.1 5.40 3.31 4.09 3.40 3.32 4.08 3.90 3.67 .21 3.40 3.40 .00

96.0 4.70 5.0" -.34 4.90 5.05 -.15 5.00 5.20 -.20 4.90 * 5.25 -.35

V

CAkOLE HIL.HLANUS 3 101.3 3.40 3.66 -.26 3.20 3.71 -.51 3.40 4.05 -.25 3.50 5.71 -.21

5 99.5 5.10 5.23 -.13 5.10 .5.28 -.18 4.90 y.40 -.50 5.30 5.45 -.15

.CANROWOH 3 1,00.6 3.70 1.63 .07 3.70 3.67 .03 .20 4.00 ..20 3.70 1.69 4.01,

5 103.8 5.60 5.57 ..03 5.70 5.60 .111 5.90 5.74 .16 540 5.77 .03

CATHERINE T MLLO 3 100.8 3.60 I 3.62 -.02 3.80 3.64 4.12 4.00 4.02 -.02' 3.80 3.64 .12

'

CHAPEL FORt,E.

, 5

3

95.1

103.6

6.00 4.

4.20

4,93

3.83

07

.37

5,30

4.40

4.95

3.87

4.32

.53

5.20

4.'0

5.10

4.19

..In

..01

5.20

4.20

5.15

3.86

.05

.34

5 107.9 6.30 5,92 .34 6.30 5.92 . .38 6.70 6.05 .65 6.40 6.06 .32

CHLROKFE 3 105.6 3.90 3.93 -.03 3.90 3.99 -.09 4.10 4.31 -.01 4.00 3.96 4.04

5 105.5 5.60 5.75 -.15 5.80 5.75 4.05 5.40 5.89 -.09 6.10 5.92 4.18

CHESTNUT HILLS 99.1 3.110 3..54 .26 3,90 3.57 4.33 4.10 3.92 .30 3.80 3.61 4.19

5 103.5 5.50 5.53 -.03 5,80 5.57 .23 5.70 5.70 .00 5.90 5.74 4.16

CHEVERLY TUXEDO 3 105.3 4.00 3.91 .09 3.80 3.97 -.17 4.10 4.29 .01 3.90 3.94 -.04

101.8 5.70 5.51 .19 5.60 5.50 4.10 5.90 5.64 4.26 6.00 5.6A ,32 t

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS
USED11ND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 0.0

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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(BOND MILL -

TABLE 5.

PRINCE GEOAES COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

CHEVERWl TUXEDO)

RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO,MARYLUID NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL
SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE.

SAS GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE.
ENCE

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER-AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

BOND MILL 3 110.3 4.30 4.20 +.10 4.70 4.29 4.40 4.59 +.31 4.50 4.205 107.2 6.00 5.79 4.21 6.50 5.82 6.20 5.97 +.23 6.50 6.00

BRADBURY BLIGHTS 3 92,4 3.00 3.05 .05 2.90 3.10 -.20 2.n0 3.48 ;7.54 3.00 3.22- 5 98.3 4.70 5.02 -,32 4.50 5.10 -.50 4.90 5.29 -.39 4.60 5.33

BRANDYwINL 3 95.0 3.30 3.22 +.04 5.40 3.27 +.13 3.50 , 3.64 -.14 3.40 3.365 95.1 4.90 '4.74 4.16 5.10 4.54 +.26 5.80 5.05 -.05 5.30 5.10

BKENT4000 3 d7.6 2.60 2.75 -.15 2.70 2.78 -.08 2.40 3.18 -.24 2.70 2.955 95,5 5.00 4.75' +.22 ' 5.00 4.87 .ta 5.20 5.08 .12 , 5.00 5.13
0

BUCKING IAN 3 106.5 4.00 3.9b 4.04 3.90 4.03 -.13 4.40 4.35 +.05 3.48 3.995 104.5 5.80 5.56 4.24 5.80 5.51 +.19 6.00 5.77 +.23 5.40 5.40

CALVENTON 3 103.2 3.90 3.75 4.15 4.10 3.81 +.29 4.50 4.15 +.55 4.00 3.815 103.1 5.40 5.43 +.47 6.20' 5.49 +.71 6.00 5.65 +.35 6.10 5.69

CAMP 5811111,6 3 101.2 3.70 3.62 #.04 3.80 3.68 +.12 4.80 4.02 ...02 3.60 3.705 105.3 5.40 5.45 +.35 5.90 5.50 .40 6.00 5.67 +.33 6.00 5.71

CAPITOL HEIGHTS 3 96.5 3.90 3.32 +.58 3.60 3.37 +.23 4.20 3.73 +.47 3.60 5.44
5 92.9 4.70 4.55 +.14 5.10 4.67 +.43 5.10 4.88 +.22 5.00 4.93

CAaMODy HILLS 3 95.1 3.40 3.23 #07 5.40 3.27 +.13 3.40 3.65 +.25 3.40 3.56'S 96.0 '4.70' 4.82 -.17 4.90 4.92 -.02 5.80 5.12 -.12 4.40 5.16

CAkOLE HI6ILANBS 101.3 5,40 3.65 -.PI 3.20 3.69 -.49 3.40 4.03 -.23 3.50 3.70S 99.5 5.10 5.12 -.02 5.10 5.20 -.10 4.90 5.38 -.48 5.'50 5.42 ;

CANRoLLTON 100.6 3.70 3.58 #.12 3.70 3.64 +.06 4./0 3.99 +.21 3.70 3.67
5 103.8 5.60 5.49 4.11 5.70 5.54 +.16 5.40 5.71 +.19 5.40 5.74

CATHERINE I REED 3 100.8 3.60 3.59 +.01 3.80 3.65 +.15 4.80 4.00 ..nn 3.50 3.605 95.1 5.00 4.7% .26 5.30 4.54 +.46 5.20 5.05 A.15 5.20 5.10

CHAPEL FOR5E .3 103.6 4.20 3.77 4.43 4.40 3.84 +.56 4.20 4.17 +.03 4.20 3.535 107.9 6.30 5.85 .45 5.30, 5.88 ..42 6.70 6.02 +.64 6.40 6.05

CHERuKrE 105,6 3.90 3.90 #.00 3.90 3.97 -.07 4.10 4.30 ..00 4.110 3.945-1-05.5 5.60 5.64 ...04 5.80 5.68 +.12 5.40 5.84 -.04 6.10 5,87

CHESTNUT HILLS 3 99.1 3.80 1.48 4.32 3.90 3,59 4.36 4.10 3.89 +.41 3.80 3.585 103.5 5.50 5.47 4.03 5.80 5.52 +.28 5.70 5.69 +.01 5.90 5.72

CHEVERLY LAMB.. 3 105.3 4.00 3.55 +.12 3.80 3.95 -.15 4.10 11.28 4.02 3.90 3.925 101.8 5.70 5.32 4.34 5.60 5.38 +.22 5.90 5.56 4.34 6.00 5.59

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (1
ACCOMPANYING *DIFFERENCE", SCORES.

4-358.

.;

DIFFER.
VICE

.30

.30

-.22
*.73 r

.04
+.20

-.25
-.13

-.19
+.00-

+.19
+.41

.;.10
+.29

+.36
+.07

+.04
-.26

-.20

+03
+.06

+.12
+JO

+.37
+.35

+.06
+.23

+.22
+.18

..41



(CHILLU- FORT FOOTE)

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL--COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCH114 RESOURCES
PROFILE*

i
.

fe

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
PERCENT PERCENT

PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN
TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS' STAFFGRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DkILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S DISAD- EDUCA- FAMILYORGANI- ENROLL- STAFF ATTEN DEGREE VAN- TION OF INCOMETEACHER ADMIN. TEACHEk ADMIN.

ZATION MENT RATIO DANCE OR ABOVE TAGED MOTHER (1)SCHOOL F (1) (2) (3) (41 (51 .

..-.

(6Y (7) (8) -(9)- (10) 1221 -° --11"2)

CHILLUM

CLINTON GROVE

COLLEGE PARK

COLMAR MANOR

COLUMBIA PARK

CONCORD

COOPER LANE

CRESTVIEW

DISTRICT HEIGHTS

DODGE PARK

DOSWELL E BROOKS

EDGAR ALLAN POE

EDMONSTON

FLINTS TONE

FOREST HEIGHTS

FORESTVILLE

FORT FOOTE

SEE,APPENDIX A

K-6 465 22.0 96.0 21.0 1.0 8.6 20.8 9.1

K-6 414 20.2 96.2 19.5 1.0 8.5 17.4 14.6

K-6 259 20.7 96.9 11.5 1.0 12.1 13.0 40.0

K-6 418 22.1 94.3 17.9 1.0 '5.7 22.0 15.9

PRE K-6 567 20.3 94.8 26.9 2.0 7.9 15.1 16.7

K-6 626 22.2 96.4 26.2 2.0 8.7 29.0 17.7

4(-6" 543 23.2 96.7 22.4 1.0 9.3 26.0 . 6.4

4) K-6 543 23.1 96.5 22.5 1.0 11.9 31.0 9.0

3-6 368' 19.3 95.0 10.1 1.0 8.8 29.0 5.2

.

K-6 '630 22.8 92.0 26.6 1.0 J.6 22.0 34.4

K-6 604 21.9 98.3 25.6 2.0 6.0 16.0 31.3

...

PRE IC -6 ' 329 19.2 95.8 , 16.1 1.0 15.2 12.0 ' 21.9
/

o

K^3 444 24.1 95.9 17.4 1.0 6:8 24.9 15.8

K-6 258 21.5 95.1' (11.0 1.0 15.2 15.0 8.2

K -6 412 23.0 94.3 16.9 1.0 10.6 14.6 30.2

K-6 496 22.6 94.8 20.9 1.0 8.8 15.0 37.3

K -6 502 21..3 95.0 22.6 1.0 12.8 29.0 26.-

K-6 625 22.0 95.9 26.3 2.0 11.4 16.0 18.5

FOR DEFINITION, OF TERMS.

.0

381

4-360

2.4 12.3

3.4 12.2

11251.0

12957.0

4.8 12.9 14062.0

7.6
/

11.1 10920.0
.

..,

4.1 12.4 12107.0

7.4 12.2 10695.0

4.6 12.4 13267.0

1.5 12.3 13814.0

7.5 12.2 10816.0

7.7 12.2 9694.0

9.2 12.2 10160.0

8.9 12.3 13'. 1.0

6.2 12.4 12088.0

8.2 11.8 11215.0

I
2.8 13430.0

5.1

7.3

12.4 1-,..12355.0'

12.2 10773.0

12.6 14262.0



(CHILLUM -1, FORT FOOTE)

PRINCE GEORGES COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENTTO MARYLAND NORMS, BY:SKILL

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY -°

CONTROLLED*

SKILL AREAS

VOCARUCARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL
.

MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

SCHOOL NAME

f.
GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE

SAS GE

MARY-
LAND
NoRM.,,4,

DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE

E10E LAND ENCE
GE NORm GE

CHILLUM 3
5

95.0
98.6 143..FA

3.25
5.12

-.OR
-.22

3.20 3.31 -.11
5.1.0____5,49....____-...09

3.70.
5.10

CLINTBH MATE 3 103.6 3.70 3.78 -.08 3.80 3.85 -.05 3.90

6 98.6 5.40 5.18 +.22 5.60 5.22 4.36 5.50

COLLEGE PAAK 3 100.2 4.00 3.62 +.38 , 3.80 3.66 4.14 4.00

102.7 6.10 5.53 .57 6.00 5.55 4.45 5.40

CULMAN MANOR 94.4 2.90 3.20 -.30 2,90 3.23 -.33 3.30

5 93.8 4.30 4.72 -.42 4.50 4.79 -.29 4.40 c,

COLUMBIA PARK 3 04.8 3.40 2.94 4.46 2.90 2.93 -.03 3.20

5 96.9 4.60 505 -.25 4.80 5.10 -.30 4.40

CU/CORD 3 100.7 3.20 3.60 -.40 3.40 3.66 -.26 .80

5 95.5 5.10 4.90 .4.20 45.10 4.97 4.13 5.20

COOPER LANs 3 97.4 3.40 3.44 -.34 3.10 3.46 -.36 3.40

'5 98.9 5.00, 5.22 -.22 5710. 5.25 -.15 5.10

CRLSTylEw 3 102.5 43.90 3.73 4.17 4.20 3.78 ,+.42 4.20

5 103,0 5.50 5.51 -.01 5.90 5),V.'14.57 5.70

DISTRICT HtIGHTS 3 96.2 3.40 3.34 ..06 3.20 .4.18 3.50

5 96.4 4.80 4.96 - . 1 6 " 5.20 f 1+:17 5.00

DODGE PARK 3 91,6 2.60 3.07 -.47 2.60 .50 3.00

5 94,6 4.50 4.80 -.30 4.50 4.8 .,.19 4.90

u0,4ELL E atuOKS 3 d8,8

,

2.90 2.92 -.02 2.90,1,4., 2,4( -.02 3.20

5 91,6 4,60 4.63 -.03 40,20T 4.7 -.51 4.30

DOuGLAcS 3 97,9 3.40 3,47 '-.07 3.60 3,49 4.11 3.70

5 99.8 4.80 5.29 -.49 5.31 -.21 5.20

EDGAR ALLA.1 POI 3 93.0 3.20 3.18 4.02 3.20 3.19 4.01 1.50

EUMONSTON 3 90.4 2.70 3.00 -.30 2.40 3.01 -.21 3.20

6 87.9 4.20 4,39 -.19 4.60 4.44 4.16 4.40

FLINTSTONL 3 03.9 3.60 3.81 -.21 3.50 3.87 3.90

5 v98.5 5.30 5.20 410 5.40 5.23 4.17 5.70

ii-

FOAEST HENHTS 96.7 3.50 1.39 41 3.40 I 3.42 3.50

5 92.2 4.041 4.75 ,. 5 4.90 4.78 +.12 4.00

FONESTVILLt 3 92.0 3.20 3.11 4.00 3.30 3.12 +.18 3.40

5 97,9 4.80 5.06 -.26 5.10 5.13 -.03 5.30

FONT FOOTE 3 102.3 3,50 3,73 -.23 3.10 3.78 ..30 1.90,'

5 96.3 5.40 5.23 4.17 -5.5n 5.24 4.26 5.4-0

MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER-

LAND ENCE LAND ENCE

NORM GE NORM

SEE CHAPTER 44 SECTION 4.1.2 FOR
DEFINITIONS,OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK p1

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

()

4-361

3.67
5.31

+.03
-.21

3.40
5.30

3.38
5.36

4.02
-.06

4.18 -.28 3.80 3.83 -.03

5.36 4.14 5.90 5.41 +.49

3.99 4.01 3.80 3.67 +.13

5.66 +414 5.00 5470 4.20

3.60 -.30 3.10 3.34 -.24
5.00 -.60 4,80 5.05 -.25

3.30 -.10 3.20 3.07 4.13

5.22 -.42 5.10 5.27 ...17

4.01 3.30 3.67 .37
5.10 ..10 5.18 5.15 -.05

3.81 -.41 3.20 3.52 -.32

5.39 -.2Q 5.30 5.43 +.07

4.11, 4.09 4.00 3.70 +;22

5.68 4.02 5.90 0.72 4.18

3.74 ...29 3.40 3.44 .04
5.15 -.15 5.00 5.21 -.21

3.47 -.47 2.90 3.20 -.30

5.00 -.10 4.90 5.06 -.16

3.30 -.10 2.90 3.06 -.16

4.82 -.32 4.60 4.89 -.29

3.84 .14 3430 3.55 -.25

5.46 -.26 500 5.50 .30

3.55 -.05 3.30 3.29 401

3434 ...16 3.00 3.14 ...r.14

4.60 -.20 4.80 4.66 4.14

4.20 -.30 3.40 3.85 -.05

-.16 5.40 5.41 -.01

3.77 +.03 3.50 3.48 4.02

4.91 -.01 5.00 ,9.97 4.03

3.49 3.30 3.23 4.07

5.25 4.05 5.40 5.31 4.09

4.11 -.21 3.70 3,78 -.00

5.37 4.23 .5.60 -5.42 +.18

r



4
(CHILLUM FORT FOOTE) C

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS

PRINCE GEuHOES COUNTY STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*SCHOOL SYSTEM

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE'TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL
r

DIFFER-
ENCE

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE

5A5

AVERAGE

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

OE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

, GE
. 7

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER-
ENCE

AgRAGE

GE

MARY.
LAND,
NORM

CHILLUM 3 95,0 3.20 3.22 -02 3.20 3.27 -.07 3.70 3.64 .06 3.40 3.365 98.6 4.90 5.05 5.10 5.13 -.03 ' 5.10 5.31 -.21 5.30 5.36

CLINTON GKJVE .1 103.6 3.70 3.77 -.07 3.80 3.0e -.04 3.40 4.47 -.27 3.80 3.0398.6 5.40 5.05 6.35 5.60 5.13 .47 5.50 5.31 .10 5.00 5.36

COLLEUC PARK 3 100.2 4.00 3,56 .44 3.80 3.61 .14 400 3.96 .04 3.80 3.645 102.7 6.10 5.40 6.70 6,00 5.46 .54 5.80 5.62 .18 5.00 5.66

CuLMA.! '4*4 3 94.4 2.40 3.18 ...2A 2,90 3.23 -.33 '1.10 3.60 -.30 3.10 3.33s 93.8 4630 4.63 -.33 4.50 4.74 -.24 4.40 4.45 -.55 4.80 5.00

COLUmEILA PARK S 88,8 3.40 2.62 .58 2.90 7.86 4.04 3.70 3.25 -.05 3.20 3.025 96.9 4.80 4.90 -.10 4.80 4.99 -.14 4.40 5.18 -.3A 5.10 5.23

CumCORn 4 100.7 3.20
:::;";

3.40 3.65 -.25 3.60 3.99 -.10 3.30 3.675 95.5 5.10 :..;71 5.10 *.97 .2a 5.70 5.08 .12 5.10 , 8.13

CuJPCM 3 97,4 3,10 3,38 ...211 3.10 3.43 -.33 3.40 3,79 -.39 3.20 3.44-98.9 hoc, '5.0? ..07 5.10 5.15 -.05 5.10 5.39 +.29 5.50 5.38

CRESTVIEA 3 102.5 3.00 3.70 .20 4.20 3.77 '9.43 4.,0 4.11 .00 4.00 3.775 103.0 5.50 5.42 ..08 5.90 5.48 .42 5.70 5.65 05 8',40 5.68

DISTRICT mLIGHTS 3 96.2 3.40 3.30 .10 3.70 3.35 -.15 3.50 3.71 -.21 3.40 3.42.5 96.4 4.80 4.86 -.06 5.20 4.95 .25 5.08 5.15 +.15 5.00 5.19"--

MAE PARK 3 91.6 2.60 3.00 -.46 2.60 3.04
-.44

3.00 3.43 -.4% 2.00 3.175 94,6 4.50 4.70 -.20 4.50 4,60 -.30 4.40 5.01 -.11 4.00 5.06 4

DOSWELL E )ROOKS 3 88,8 2.40 2.82 .08 2,90 2.86 4.04 3.20 3.25 -.05 2.4u 3.025 91.8 4.60 4.46 ..14 4.20 4.58 -.38 4,.50 4.80 -,30 4.60 4,85

DOUGLASS .1 97.9 3.90 3.41 -.01 3.60 3.46 .14 3.70 3.82 -.17 3.30 , 3.52D 99.8 4.80 '5.15 -.35 5.10 5.22 -.12 5.20 5.40 -.20 5,20 5,48

EDGAR ALLA, POE 3 93.0 3.20' 3.09 .11 3.20 3.19 .06 1.40 3.51 -.01 3.30 3.25
.

-.
EUMONSTON 3 90.4 2.70 2.43 -.23 2.80 2.96 +.16 3.20 3.35 +.15 3.00 3.115 87.9 4..20 4.15 ,.07 4.60 4.26 09 4.90 06.50 -.10 6.80 4.56

FL1NT5TOnt 3 103.9 3.60 3.711 -.10 3.50 3.86 -.36 3.90 4.19 -,p1 3.55 3.855 98.5 5.30 5.04 .26 5.40 5.12 4.25 5.70 5.31 -.11 5.40 505
+.7

FOREST HEI6105 3 96,7 3.50 3.33 6.17 3.40 3.38 4.02 1.60 3.74 .06 5,50 5.455 92.2 4.80 4.50 +.30, 4.90 4.61 .29 4.00 4.83 .07 5.00 4.55

FORESIV1LLL 3 92.0 3.20 3.03 .17 3,30 3.07 .23 5.40 3.45 , -.05 3.3n 3,145 97.9 4.80 4.99 +.10 5.10 5.07 .03 5.30 5.06 .04 5,40 5.30
4

FORT !non 3 102,3 3.50 5.69 -09 3.40 3.75 ...35 1.40 4.09 -.10 3.70 5.765 98.1 5.40 5.02 on 5.50 5.10 .40 5.60 . 5.29 .31 5.60 5.33

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 4A08 DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 141
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE"- SCORES.

d
,9

.04
-.06

-.03
.54

.16

.24

-.23
-.20

-.29
,12

.23
4.22

-.02
-.19

-.27
.16

-.12
-.25

-,25

.05

-.11
.24

-.05
.05

4.0502
.11
.10

-.06
.27



(FORT WASHINei -.HOLLY PARK)

.41

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL--COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCESPROFILE*

ti

116At

06 NAME

GRADE
ORGANI-
ZATION

(11

TOTAL
SCHOOL
ENROLL.-
RENT
(2)

PUnIL/
STAFF
RATIO
(31

PERCENT
AVERAGE
DAILY

ATTEN-
DANCE
(41

TOTAL NO.
AVERAGE YEARS
EXPERIENCE

PERCENT
STAFF

MASTER'S
DEGREE

OR ABOVE
019)

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

PERCENT'
DISAD-
VAN-

TAGED
110.)

MEDIAN-
EDUCA-
TION OF
MOTHER
111),

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME
(6)
(121

TEACHER
(51

ADMIN.
(6)

TEACHER
(7)

ADMIN.
(I)

FORT WASHINGTON K-6 602 21.4 96.9 26.1 2.0 0.1 14.1 10.7 2.6 12.6 15561.0FOREST

FOX HILL K-6 500 23.0 95.7 19.5 1.5 10.9 15.3 13.3 4.7 12.6 15507.0

FRANCIS T EVANS K-6 612 22.1 96.0 26.7 1.0 7.6 24.0 26.0 3.5 12.3 10931.0

-4-

GAY WOOD K-6 4613 20.9 94.7 21.4 1.0 6.9 19.0' 44.2 5.5 p2.4 12095.0

GLASSMANOR K-6 466 23.1 9'4.5 19.1 1.0 0.0 24.0 2.5 6.9 12.4 11447.0

GLENARDEN WOODS K-I6 434 20.3 96.2 20.4 1.0 7.2 7.5 20.6 5.3' 12.8 b 12305.0

I
, ...GLENN DALE K-6 445 19.9 6.3 21.4 1.0

..
10.3 13.0 6.3 B.9 12.4 13230.0

GREEN VALLEY K-6, 466 23.7 96.1 19.5 1.0 9.3 11.0 29.3 7.7 12.4 12606.0
t

. GREENBELT K-6 47(), 17.1 93.2 26.4 1.0 0.3 16.5 36.5 5.9 12.6 12404.0

'

GREENBELT NORTH END K-6 533 23.6 94.1 . 21.6 1.0 7.6 25.0 32.5 4.2 12.6 11626.0

GREENDALE K-6 422 20.0 94.6 19.3 1.0 9.0 10.0 22.2 13.2 12.2 11066.0

HAPPY ACRES K-6 297 23.0 95.7 11.9 1.0 A.1 18.0 20.9 5.0 12.5 13919.0

HARMONY HALL K-6 861 21.5 96.2 36.1 2.0 6.8 24.5 16.7 4.1 12.7 16141.0

I
HEATHER HILLS K-6 411 22.3 96.2 17.4 1.0 10.8 12.2 38.0 4.0 126 '14961.0

HENRY G FERGUSON PR! A 6 502 22.0 95.0 21.9 1.0 0.1 23.9 6.6 5.3 12.1 110411.0

HIGH BRIDGE K-6 476 21.3 95.8 21.4 1.0 11.3 19.0 17.9 5.6 12.4 13166.0

HILLCREST HEIGHTS. K-6 513 21.2 96.2 23.2 1.0 14.2 13.0 16.5 9.7 12.2 11422.0

HOLLY PARK K-6 291 10.4 95.4 26.9 1.0 7.9
816 17.9 6.4 . 12.2 12360.0

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

" 0 M
0 0 i

4-364'

-



(FORT,WASHINGTON - HOLLY PARK). ,

TABLE A. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY .

CONTROLLED*.
PRINCE GE0aGES COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

,",
VOCARULARY

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE
ca.

SAS GE

wASH1NGTON 3 105.5 4.10

FOREST' p
5 105.8 5.90

FUX HILL 3 94.7 3.70
5' 103,3 5.60

FRANCIS T LVAN5 97,3 3.70
97.6 5.20

GAywOOn 3 97.3 '3.20 '

5 94.6 5.20

GLASSMANOR 3 97.0 3.30
5 9-1.2 4,.80

,

GLLNARnEN -0005 3 *99,4 3.70
b 104.3 4.90

GLENN nALL 3 96.2 3.10
5 99.9 9:50

GREEN VALLE). 3 100,2 3.50
5 100.0 400

GHLENorLT 3 99,0 3.20
5 100.7 )5.40

....

a

OHLENUFLT .ORTh END 3 94,4 3,30
5 97,2 x 4.90

r

GH WALE 3 100,0 3.20
5 95,7 4.70

'HAPPY ACRE, 3 97.6 3.50
5 95.9 4.60

HARMONY HALL 3 106.6 4.10
5 109.9 6.20

HLATHEn HILLS 3 107.7 4.10
5 103,2 le0

HLNRy n FLRGUsoN 3 98.1 3.30
5 92.9 4.50

1:115H unIUGL 3 95.4 3.10
5 96,1 4.90

H1LLCRFST aElbiaTS 3' 94.9 2.90
b 00.1 4.70

HOLLY PARK 3 97.3 3.40
5 100.3 5.10

SKILL AREAS

READING COMPREHENSION

MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MOW- DIFFER-

LAND ENCE LAND ENCE

NORM GE NORM

3.93
5.77

3.54
5.61

3,41
5.05

3.43
4.93

.3.40
,4.65,

3.55
5.35

3.37
5.29

3.54
5.27

3.53
5.32

3.26
5.06

3,56
4,92

3.46
5.05

3.99
6.06

4.05
5.58 .

3.45,
4.73

3.33 ,

5.04

3.27
'3.91

3,42
5.27 /

+07 4.30 3.98 +.32
+.13 6,10 5.77 +.33

...la 3.90 3,55 +.35

-.01 5.90 5.60 +.30'

+.29 3.70 3.46 +.24
+.15 5.20 5.12 +.04

-.23 3.20 3.46 -.26,

+.27 5.20 4,96 .4.24
*

3.30 3.44 -.14
.0.15 5.10 4.70 +.40

.

+.15 3.80 , 3.59 +.21

-.45 5.20 5.41 -.21

-.27 3,20 3.39 -.19

+.21 5.50 5.32 +.14'

-09 3.60 3.64 -.04
-.47 4.70 5.31 -.61

-.33 3.20 3.57 -.37
+.08 5.50 5.37 4.13

-

+,04 3,10 3,28 -.18.

-.16 5.30 5.12 +.18

-.36 3.20 3.62 -.42

-.22 4.80 4.99 -.19

+.04 3.60 3.48 +.12
p.45 4.60 5.07 -.47

+,11 4.40
+,14 6.30 .:.;158

4.05
4.32

4.20
6.10 '4'..1iV -::g2

,/-

,-.15 3.30 ; 3.50 -.20
-.23 4.60 ' 4.79 -.19

-.23 3.40 3.34 +.06
-.14 5,10 5,.06 +.04

-.37 3,10 3.30 -.20
+.79 * 5+00, 3.94 +1.06 t

-.02 3.00 3.45 -.45
-.17 .5.00 5.32 -.32

.LANWAdi TOTAL 7' MATHEMATICAL TOTAI.

AVERAGE

GE

y.50
6.00

4.20
5.80

3.70
5.30

3.40
5.30

,

3.60
5.40

9.10
5.50

3.8-0
5.70

4.10
4.90

3.50
5.30

3.50
4.90

3.70
5.00

4.00
5.10

4.60
6.10

4.40
6.00

- 3.40
4880

3.60
5.00

3.50
5.00

4.00
5.10

MARY-.
LAND
NORM

DIFFER* AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

OTFFER-;
ENCE

4.30 +.20 4.00 3.95 +.05

5.91 +.09 5,90 5194 -.04

3.49 .31 3.70 3.61 +.09

5.74 +.06 6.00 5'78 +.22

3.81 -.11 3.70 3.50 4.20

5.24 +.06 5.50 5.29 4.21.

3.01 -.41 3.40 3.54 -.11

5.09 +.21 5.30 5.19 4,16
-

3.79 -.19 3.20 3.49 8, -.29

4.88 .+.58 5.10 4.8A +.22

. .

3.94 +.16 3.60 3.62 -,02'

-5.52 -.22 5.20 5.57 -.37

S.74- +.06 3.50 3.46 +04'
5.45 +.25 5.30 5,50 -.20

A

3.98 +.12 / 3.80 3.66 1.14

5.44 -.54 5.30 5.49 -.19l.
3.92 ' -.42 3.40 3.60 ...-.20

5.48 -.IA 5.50 5.53 -.03
.

3.64 -.14 3.40 +.04

5.22 -.32 5.30
.3,86
5.2A +.02

3.97 .-.27- 3.30 3.63 -.33

5.11 -.11 5.10 5.17 '-.07, 7

3.83 +.17 3.60 3.54 4-.06 w

5.20 -.10 5.30 5.25 4.05

4.36 +.24 4.20 4.01 +.19

6.20 -.10 6.10 6.23 -.13.

4.43 -.03 4.20 4,06 +.14

5.72 4.20 6.20 5.76 +.44

3.115 -.45 3.30 3.54 -.24

4.93 +.1'3 4.70 4,99 -.29

3.70 -.111 x3.30 3.42 -.12
5.19 -.19 5.40 5.25 +.15

3.66 -.16 3.50 3.30 4,12

4.07 +.93 ik 4.90 4.15 +.75

3.86 4.28 3.70 3.51 4.19
5.46 -.36 5.60 5.50 "+.10

t SEE CHAPTER 4. SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (*I

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.



4

(FORT WASHINGTON HOLLY PARK)

AOTABLE RELATION OE ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL.
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*

PRINCE GEORGES COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

SKILL AREA
8

voc#CLARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL
SCHOOL GRADE AVERAK AVERAGE MARY-. OIFFCP-. AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- ...DIFFER.. AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER-.LAND ENCE LAND ENCE LAND. ENCE LAND ENCESAS. GE NORM NORM di NORM GE NORM

FORT 8ASH1'46TON .1 105.5 4.10 3.90 +.20 4.30 3.97 +.33 4.50 4.29 +.21 4.00 3.93 +.07FOREST 5 105.4 5.90 5.67 +.23 6.10 5.71 .4.39 . 6.00 5.86 +.14 5.90 5.89 +.01

FOX HILL 3 98.7 3.70 3.46 +.24 3.90 3.51 +.39 4.20 3.87 +.33 . 3. 3.56 +.145 10313 5.60 5.45 +.15 5.90 5.50 +.40 5.80 5.67 +113 6. 5.71 +.29

.FRANCIS T LVANS 3 97.3' 3.70 3.37 +.33 3.70 3.42 +.28- 3.70 3.78 -.08 '3.70 3.48 +.225 97.6 5.20 4.96 +.24 5.20 5.04 +.16+ 5.30 5.24 +.06 5.50 5.28 4 +.22

-
''.

GAYWOOn 3 97.3 3.20 3.37 -.17 3.20 3.42 -.if 3.40 3.78 -.38 3.40 3.46 , -.085 94.6 5.20 4.70 +.50 5.20 4.80 +.40 5.30 5.01 +.20 5.30 58.06 +.24
. i

GLASSMANOK 3 97.0 3.30 3.35 -.05 3.30 3.40 -.10 3.60 3.76 -.16 3.20 3.47 . -.27.5 91.2 9.80 4.41 ..19 5.10 4.53 +.57 5.40 4.75 +.65 5.10 4.81 +.29
dGLENARnEN MOODS 3 99.4' 3.70 3.50 +.20 3.80 3.56 +.24 4.10 3.91 +.19 3.60 3.60 +.005 101.3. 4.90 5.28 -.38. 5.20 5.34 -.14 5.10 .5.52 -.2? 5.20, 5.56 -.136

GLENN HALL 96.2 3.10 3.30 -.20 3.20 3.35 -.15 1.80 3.71 j +.09 3.50 3.42 4.0849.9 5.50 5.16 +.34 5.50 5.23 +.27 5.70 5:41 +.29 5.30 5.45 -.15

GREEN vALLLY 3 100.2 3.50 3.56 -.06 3.60 3.61 -.01 4.10 3.96 +.14 3.8r 3.64 +.165 100.0 4.80 5.17 -.37 4.70 5.24 -.54 4.00 5.42 -.52 5.30 5.46 -.16

'GREEN8FLT 3 99.0 3.20 3.48 -.28 3.20 3.53 -.33 1.50 3.89 -.30 3.40 3.58 -.18100.7 5.40 5.23 +.17 5.50 5.29 +.21 5.30 5.47, -.17 5.50 5.51 -.01

GREEWIFLT ,IORTo END 3 94.4 3.30 3.18 +.12 3.10 3.23 -..13 1.40 3.60 -.10, 3.4n 3.33 4..075 97.2 4.40 4.93 -.03 5.30 5e01 +.28 4.00 5.21 -.31 5.3n 5.25 +.05

GREENDALE' 3 100.0 3.20 3.54 -.34 3.20 3.60 -.40 3 ,,70 3.95 -.28 43.63 -.335 95.7 4.70 4.80 4".80 4.89 -.09 5.00 5.09 -.09
.3.10
5.10 . 5.14 -.04

HAPPY ACRES 3 97.6 3.50 3.39 +.11 3.60 3.44 +.16 4.00 3.80 +.20 3.60 3.10 +.10
5 95.9 4.60

, 4081 4.60 4.91 -.31 5.10 5.11 -.01 5.30 5.16 +.14

HARMONY HALL 3 106.6 4.10 3.97 +.13 4.40 4.04 +.36 4.60 4.36 +.24 4.20 t.99 .215 109.9 6.20 6.02 +.14 6.30 6.04._- +.26 6.10' 6.17 -.07 6.10 6.20 -.10

HEATHER HILLS
.

3 107.7
5 103.2

4.10
5.90

4.04
5.44

+.06
+.46

4.20
6.10

'4.11
5.50

+.04
+.60

4.40
600

4.43
5.66

"'.01
+.34

4.20
6.20

4.05
5,410

+.15
+.50i

HEIIRY C. FERGUSON 3 98.1
S 92.9

3.30
4.50

r
3.42
4.56

-.12
-.06 *

3.30
4.60 ::4767 7::07

1.40
4010

3301
4.88

4 -.43
-.08

3.30
4.70

3.53
4.93

-.23
-.23

HIGH BRIDGE 3 95.4 3.10

-+:0;
..1"1,

3.29 +.11 3.60 3.66 -.06 3.30 3.38 -.08
5 96.1 4.90 134:2 , 4.92 +.18 500 5.12 -.12 5.40 5.17 +.23

'HILLCHEST 11EIGHT5 3 94.9
5 80.1

2.90
4.70

. 3.22
3.45

-.32
+1.25

3.10
5.00

3.26
3.o3

-.16
+1.37

1.50
500

3.63
3.91

-.13
+1.00

3:50
4.40 2:4: ::4: .,

HOLLY PARK .3 97.3 3.40 3.37 +.03 3.00 3:42 , -.42 4.00 3.79 .22 370 3.48 .22
5 100.3 5.10 5.19 *.09 5.00 5.26 -.26 5.10 5.44 --.34 5.60 5.48 .12

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FDR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 010ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES. 0
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( HOLLYWOOD LANHC.M )

a

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL-- COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE* -' '

...

. .

.

,

° sopoL NAME

GRADE
ORGANI-
ZATION

(11

/

TOTAL
SCHOOL
ENROLL-
MENT
(21

PUPIL/
STAFF
RATIO
(3)

....,

PERCENT
AVERAGE
DAILY

ATTEN
DANCE
(41

TOTAL NO.

/
.

AVERAGE YEARS
WERIENCE

PERCENT
STAFF
MASTER'S
DEGREE
OR ABOVE

(91

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN,

PERCENT
DISAD-
VAN-

TAGED
(101

MEDIAN
EDUCA-
TION OF
MOTHER

(0111

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME
(4)
1121

TEACHER
*651

ADMIN.
(61

TEACHER
(71

ADMIN.
(al.

0

HU4LYWOOD- K-6 520 21.5 95.7. 23.2 1.0 10.2 27.0 31.0 4.8 12.2 12791.0

HYATTSVILLE K-6 590 -. 23.1 94,1 23.5 *2.0 12.5 25.0 22.3 9.3

i

12.2. 11339.0

K.
J E4OS RiY\ K^6 374- 19.2 94.5 18.5 1.0 130 26.0 20.5 6,5 14.4' 10992.0

.0"

J FRANK DENT K-6 405 20.3 91.4. 18.9 9.2 16.0 15.1 4a4
f

12.9 11731.0

0
JAPES H HARRISON'. K -6 705 21.5 94.4 31.6 2.0 6.8 13.7 22.9 2.7 12.8 11877.0

JAMESMCHENRY.' 625 22.6 94.8 25.6 2.0 7.3 13.3 24.6_ 4.4 12.5 12977.0

,JAMES RYDER RANDALL 556 15.7 94.0 34.3 s1:0 9.7 40.0 28.0 4.2 12.2 12980.0

JOHN CARROLL PRE K-6" 506 21:8 93.8 21.7 1.5 6.3 11.3 12.9 5.3 12.6 ' 12070.0

.JOHN EAGER HqWARD 1C-'6 998 22.3. 92.7 21+3 1.0 7.5 19.0 19.0 5.9 12.3 12490.0

JOHN K BAYNE K -6 717 23.8 95.1 28.1 2.0 ,6.5 16.6 6.6 8.6 12.1 11316.0

KENILWORTH K-6 724 22.9 V6.2 29.6 2.0 9.1 25.0 28.2 2.0 12.7 16093.0

KENMOOR 662- 22.8 97.9 27.0 2.0 6.9 27.7 12.1 5.3 12.4 11935.0

41)

KENTLAND 655 23.1 93.5 26.2 2.2 8.3 27.2 25.3 4.6 12.2 11732.

KETTERING K-6 678 20.1 93.5 31.8 2.0 '11.7 21.5 29.6 8.8 12.5 14000.

l

LAMONT K -6 686 21.5 95.2 29.9 2.0 10.8 17.0 29.8 4.2 12.5
...,

13242.

LANDOVER HILLS K-6 514 24.5 93.1 20.0 1.0 10.6 12.0 21.4 5.1 12.3 12752.

LANGLEY PARK 461 18.7 95.8 23.6 1.0 10.8 15.0 22.3 9.2 12.3 10262.

LANHAM J K-6 452 20.9 95.3 20.6 1.0 7.6 17.0 27.8 4.7 12.5 14274.

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TEWMS. "1
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(HOLLYWOOD - LANHAM)

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY
CONTROLLED*

PRINCE GEOHGES COUNTY "

SCHOOL SYSTEM

A

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHFMATICAL TOTAL

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE

SAS

AVERAGE

GE

MARY-
LAND

4NORH

DIFFER- AVERAGF
EI "CE

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE '

GE

HOLLY#OOD 3. 102.1 3.60 3.70 -.10's 3.70 3.75 -.05 3.90
5 98.4 5.40 5.16 ,24 5.60 5.20 .40 5.60

...

HYATTSVILLE 3 92.8 3.00 3.15 -.15 3.10 3.17 -.07 3.10

5 96.7 5.00 j.99 4.01 5.00 .5.06 -.06 5.00

J ENDS RAY 3 96.2 3.20 3.35 -.15 3.40 3.39 4.01 3.80.
5 93.6 4.6U 4.79 -.19 4,80 406 -.06 5.10

J FRANK ()Ea c 3 95.2 3.40 3.30 .10 3.60 3.33 4.27 3.60

5 99,2 5.10 5.19 -.09 5.40 5.25 4.15 5.40

JkiES NMARHI5uN 3 101.0 -3.90 3.65 f25 4.00 3.70 .30 4.00
100.2 5.60 5.28 ,12 5.80 5.34 4 t.46 5.60

JoVits mCHLNHY 3 103.6 3.60 3.79 - 19 3.60 306 -.26 . 1.90
5 101.9 5.30 5.41 (-.11 5.20 5.46 -.26 5.40

JAmES 4YDER HAnuALL 3 103.0 3.50 3.75 41....2., 3.3U 3.61 -.51 3.10
5 96.4 5'.40 5.0 .36 5.60 5.07 .53 , 5.4,0

.

JUIN CAHHOLL 2.90 3 32 -.42 3.00 3.34 -.34 3.30
5 93.6 4.50 .84 -.34 4.90 4.89 4.01 5.00

JOHN.LAGEN HowA0 05,0 3.40 3.29 .11 3.40 3.31 4.09 3.70

4

93.9 5.10 4.86 .24 5.20 4.90 4.30 5.10

JOHN H BAY ,E 3 97.1 3.30/ 1.40 -.10 3.40 3.44 -.04 1.90

5 95.9 5.00 . 4.94 .06 5.00 5.00 4.00 5.10

KENILI8HTH 3 108,2 44.0 , 4,09 .71 4.50 4.15 .35 4.70
5 10.0 6 00 5,94 .06 6.30 5.93 .37 6.20

KLNHOOR 3 98.1 3.30 3.47 .07 3.10 3.51 -.41 '.70
5 96,7 5.20 503 ,17 4.70 5.08 -.38 4.90

KENTLAru 3 92.1 3.00 3.12 -.12 3,0o 3.13 -.13 3.50

5 96.0 4.90 4.96 -.06 5.00 5.02 -.02 5.60

'm17E141140 3 100.4 4.00 3.62 .38 4.00 3.65 .35 4.10
5 100.5 5.50 5.36' ,14 5.60 5.38 .22 5.50

LA,iONT a 99,1 3.30 3:54 -.24 3.10 3.57 -.47 3.90
5 95.0 5.10 4.97 .13 5.30 4.99 .31 8.10

LANDOVFN HILLS 3. 95,4 3.00 3.32 -.32 3.10 3.34 -.24 3.10
90.0 5.10 ,5.14 -04 5.30 5.18 .12

(
5.20

LANGLEY PAM( 3 95.5 3'.20 3.30 ...10 3.30 '304 -.04 3.60

LANHAM 1 L00.4 3, b 3.62 -.32 3.40 3.65 -.25 3.R0

It 5 102, 5, 5.47 .13 5.30 5.49 -.19 5.50

Mt-
LA D
NORM

k

41
4

9
5.

DIFFFR- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

-.19
9 ..;1()

MARY-
LAND
NORM .

3.75
5.39

2:1FC:E-

-.05
4.31

3.54 -.24 3.30 3.27 4.03
5.14 -.19 5.50 5.24 .26 ..

3.75 .05 3.50 3.4'4 4.06
4.97 , .13 5.20 5.03 4,17

3.69 -.09 3.50 440 .10
5.36 4.04 5.40 5.42 -.02

4.04 -.04 3.70 3.70 .00
5.43 +.17 5.30 5.40 -.18

4.19 -.29 3.70 3.83 -,13
5.58 -.18 5.60. 5.62 -.02

4.14 -04 3.70 300 .10
5.21 4.39 5.50 5.26 4.24

3.70 -.40 3.30 , 3.41 -.11
4.99 .01 4.90 . 5.05 -.15

3.67 4.03 3.50 3.39 .11
5.03 4.07 5.20' 5.09. .11

3.79 4.11 3.40 3.49 -.09
5.14 -.0 5.30 5.19 4.11

O

4.46 4.24 4.30 \ 4.09 .21
6.07 0.13 6.20 6.10 .10

3.86 -.16 3.70 3.55 .15
5.20 -.30 4.90 5.26 -.36

3.40 4.01 3.20 3.24 -.04

5.15 4.45 5.30 5.21 4.09

3.99 4.31 400 3.68 4.32
5.51 -.01 5.60 5.56 4.24

3.92 -.02 3.40 3.61 -.21
5.12 .18 5.30 5.18 4.12

3.69 .4.39 3.20 3.41 -.21
5.31 -.11 5.40 5.36 4.04

3.71 -.11 3.40 3.40 4.00

3.99 -.39 3.50 3.68 -.18
5.63 -.13 5.50 5.61 -.17

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERNS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (*I
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

" 8 8
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(HOLLYWOOD.- LANHAM)

TABLE, 5. RELATION: OF, ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
'AREAS., WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND 'SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
STXTISTICALp CONTROLLED*PRINCE GEORGES ,COONT7

/SCHOOL SYSTEM

SKILL AREAS

a
VOCABULARY RtADINfiCOMORENENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL_ TOTAL

SCHOOL NAME
- .

GHAuE AVERAGE AVERAGE: MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGP MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE mAky-
LAND Et,CE LANO ENCE LANDSAS GEN NOW GE NORM GE NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

.0E,

MARY...

LANO
NORM

A:MEER-
ENCE

HOLLYWOOD' 3 102.1 3.60 3.60 -.06 3.70 3.74 -.04 4.40 3.70 3.75 -.05.5 48,0 5.40 5.03 . .37 5.60 5.11 .49 5.60. 5.30 +.30 5.70 5.34 4,36

clOwTTSWILLL 4 3 92.8 3.00 3.06 -.08 3.10 3.12 -.02. 3.40 3.50 -.20 3.30 3.24 4.06.5 96.7 5.00. 4.88 ...12 5.00 4.97 .03 5.660 5.17 -.17 5.50 5.2 4.28
0

.1 LN05 RAY' 3 96.2 3.20 3.30 -.10 3.40 3.35 +.05 3.60 3.71 +.09° 3.50 p.42 .005 93.6 4.60 4.62 -.02 4.80 4.72 .08 5.10 4.93 .17 5020 4.96 .22

J FRAAK DLAT 3 95.2 3.40 03.23 '..17 5.60 3.28 .32 5.60 3.65 -.05 3.50 3.37 .135 99.2 5.10 5.10 .00 5.40 5.17 .23 5.40,, 5.36 .04 5.40 5.40 .00
1

JAMES H HARRISCN '. '3 101.0 4.40 3.61 '+'.24 4.00 3.67 .33 4.40 4.02 -.al 3.70 3.69 .015 100.2 5.60 , 5.18 .42 . 5.80 5.25 .55 500 5.03 4.17 '.-.5.30 5.46 ..111

JAMES MCMLHRY 3 103.6 3.60 3.77 ...17 3.60 3.84 -.24 1.40 4.17 1027 3.70 3.83 -.135 101.9 5.39. 5.33. -.03' 5.20 5.39 .19 5.40 5.56 -.16 5.60 5.60 4.00

JAMES OYDEH RANDALL 3 103.0
5 96.4

"3.'50. 3.74 -.24
5.40 4.86 +.54

5.30 3.80 -.50 100 4.14
5.60 4.95 .65 5.60 5.15-

*.34
4.44

3.70
5,50

5.80
.5.19

....I

.31
JOHN CARROLL 3 45.3

05 93.11
2.90 3.24 -.34
4.50 4."62 -.1?

3.00 3.29 -.29 300 3.664.40. 4.72 .16 5.00 4.93
-.36
4.07

3.30
400

.37
on

-.07
-.Oa

aJOHN EAGER HOWARD 3 95,0 3.40 1.22 .18 3.40 3.27 .13 3.70 3.64 4.06 3 36 1:14S 93.9 5.10 4.64 ,)+.46 5.20 4.75 4.45 5'.10 4.96 4.14
.3.50
5.20 5, 1 4.19

JOHN H OAY.,E .3 97.1 3.30 5.36 -.06 3.40 3.41 -.01 3.40 3.77 .13 3.40 3.47 ..675 9S.9 5.00 4.81 +.10 5.00 4.91 ,09 5.10 5.11 -.01 5.50 5.16 +.14

KLNILAORTH
3 109.2

'

4.30 4.07 ..23 4.50 4.15 .35. 4.70 4.46 4.24 4.30 4.0A\ 4.22104.0 6.00 5.85 ..15 6.30 5.88. .42 6.20 6.03 1.17 6.20 6.06, +.14

KLNH030
. 3 96.1

5 96.7
3.30 3.12 -.12
5.70 4.88 +.32

3.1 3.47 -.37 4.70 3.834.70 4.9,7 -.27 4.40 5.17..
.13
-.27

3.70
4.90

3.53
5.22 \

.17
+.32

4KLi.TLAND 4 92.1 3,00 3.04 -.04 " 3.00 3.06 ...11A 4.40 3.46 .04 3.20 3.20 4.00S ' 96,0 4.90 4982 +.06 5.00 4.92 .08 5.60 5.12 4.48 5.30 5.16 .14
.

.
,

KLTTEAING' 3 100.4 4.00 .3.57 o.43 4,00 3.63 .37 4.40 . 3.97 .31 .4.00 3.65 1.355 100,5 5.50 5.21 4,24 3.60 5.28 .32 5.50 5.46 +.04 5.60 5.50 .30r

LAMONT.
'a. 99.1 3.30 3.48 -.18 3,10 3;54 .0.44 3.90 3.89 .01 3.40 3.58 -,185 95.0 '5.10 4.14 .36 5.30 g4..83 00 5.30 5.04 .26 5.30 5.044 421

LA4IDOVER HILLS 3 95,4 3.00 3.25 ....25 3.10 .:: -.19 1.50 3.66 -.36 3.20 3.38 ...18S 46.0 5.10 4.99 ...11 5:30 4.22 5.20 5.27 -.07 5.40 5.31 41.09

LARGLLY PARK 95;5 3.20 3.25 -.05 3.3U 3.30 4.00' ,4.60 3.67 -.07 3.4n 3.1Q .01

LANHAA A 100.4 3.30 3.51 -.27 3.40 3.663 3.60 3.97 -.37 3.50 3.65 ,5 102.1'. 5.60 5.35 .25 5.30 5.41 -.11 5.50 5.58 -.06 5.50 5.62 -.22

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 EOle DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (+IACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

I
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( LAUREL - b i4 PHAIR )

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL--COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE*

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN ,

PERCENT PERCENT
PERCENT

,
MEDIAN MEDIAN

TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS STAFFGRADE
ORGANI-

SCHOOL
ENROLL-

PUPIL/
STAFF

DAILY
ATTEN-

TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER,
DEGREE

DISAD-
VAN-

EDUCA-
TI0N OF

FAMILY
INCOME

TEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.ZATION MEET RAT10 DANCE OR A)OV TAGED MOTHER (A)SCHOOL NAME (1) (2) (3) (4), (5). (6) (7) I8), (9) (10) (11) (12)a

LAUREL K-6 397 .17.8 95.5 21.3 1.0 7.3. 19.0 34.5 7.6 12.2 10125.0

LEmISDALE K-6 601 21.4 96.1 26.1 2.0 9.9 13.5 19.6 4.1 12.3 13606.0,

LONGFIELDS 706 22.4 9$.4 29.5 2.0 7.1 17.4 14.3 5.7 12.3 11306.0

LYNDON HILL K-6 535 21.3 95.0 24.1 1.0 8.4 27.0 21.9 4.9 12.2 10373.0

MAGNOLIA K.-6 537 21.9 98.1 23.5 1.0 6.3 12.0 32.7 1.9 12.6 13643.0

MARS, A EDMONSTON K-6 588 21.7 94.5 25.1 2.0 9.5 13.0 24.7 9.0 12.4 11365.6

MARGARET BRENT K-6 408 19.7 95.8 29.7 1.0 11.8 19.0 25.6 4.6 12.4 , 11353.0 ,

MATTAPONI K-6 854 23.1 96.0 14.9 2.0 9.3 19.0 17,3 8.4 12 13523.0

ATTHEw HENSON K-6 626 22.0 95,2 26.4 2.0 6.6 15.3 21.1 5.0 12.4 12680.0
0 /

MCCORMICK 4-6 368 17.0 94.5 20.6 1.0 10.0 20.0 11.6. 9 3 12.3 10446.0

IV mElipOWBROOK K-6 650' 21.9 . 97.4 27.6 2.0 9.2 2 .7.0 31.2 1.7 12.8 14987.0

i
...,

.MELwOOD K-6 612 22.3 95.7 28.2 2.0 8.0 22.5 17.5 5.7 12.2 12672.0

HIDDLL104 VALLEY K-6 598 21.1 96.1 25:4 2.0 ) -10.1 14.0 10.9 4.4 12.5 14304.0

-1)*MONTPELIER K-6 684 23.8 96.0 26.7 2.0 7.3 30.9 22,6 2.5 12.8 11965.0

MORNINGSIDE K-6 503 22.3 92.7 21.5 1.0, .7 27.0 17.8 6.3 12.1 11509.0

MT RAINIER K-6 356 21.3 93.1 15.7 1.0 10.1 17.0 35.9 10.1' 11.2 215.0

NORTH FORESTVILLE PRE K-6 578 21.0 97.2 25.5 2.0 10.5 19.0 25.4 6.5 12.3 13452.0

#
0 w PHAIR . K-6 421 20.7 96.1 19.3 1.0 8.1 12.5 31.0 11.6 12.2 11194.0

SGE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

3913
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1

(LAUREL 0 W PHAIR):

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKI&

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLED*
PRINCE 6,5v,4GES COUNTY
ScHoOLAYSTEm

SKILL AREAS

vocAnuLany READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

GRADE AVERAGE AVER6E. MARY- DIFFFR- AVERAGE MARY-- DIFFER- AVERAGE Marty- OIFFFR.- AVER F. MARY- OUTER-
LAND C'CF LAND ENCE LAND 'ENCE

SCHOOL NAME

545 GE' NORM GE NORM GE MORN
ENCE

GE NORM

3 90.7 .3.10 i 3.41, -.37 3.20 3.54 -.34 1.50 3.89 -.34 3.30 3.58 -.26

5 96.1 5.20 4.91 .24 5.00 5.00 .00 " 5.10 5.11 -.01 5.10 5.17 -.07LAUREL

L1.01SUALE 3 96.0 3.40 3.36 .04 3.50
5 97.8 5.40 5.15 ..25 5:50

3.37 .13 3.80 3.73 07
5.18 .32 500 5.32 -.02

3.50
3.70

3.45(.45
5.17 .33

LUI.GFIFLUS 3 94.5 3.50 3.25 .25 3.50 3.28 .22 3.70 3.64 .06 3.50 3.36 .14
5 95.6 4.90 4.93' -.03 -._8._70 4.99 -.29 5.20 501 ' .04 5.00 5.17 -.17

LYNDON HILL 3 97.2 3.30 3.40 -.In 3.30 3.45 -.15 3.40 3.80 -.40 3.40 3.44 -.09

5 90.3 4.80 5017 -.27 4.90 5.15 -.25 4.60 5.27 -.67 5.00 5.32 -,32

MAGNOLIA . 3 104.0 3.90' 3.02 .08 3.90 3.88 0.02 4.20 4.21 -.01 4.00 3.66 .14
5 100.3 5.00 5.34 -.34 5.10 5.37 -.27 5.30 1 15.49- -.19 5.20 5.53 -.33

.

mARG A EDMONSTON 3 107.9 4.10 4.02 .08 4.30 4.12 .I8 4010 4.44 .06 4.30 4.04 ..26

5 90.5 5.20 5.I2 .00 5.50 5.19 .31 ,5.110 5.31' 0.09 5.y0 5.36 .44

MARGARFT RANT S 94.7 3.50 3.27 .23 3.40 3.29 .11 1.40 3.66 .I4 3.60

6 02.3 5.40 5.37 .03 5.40 5.45 -.05 5.50 . 5.56 -.06 5.80
Z:r1

::f4-

kATI'Av0N1 3 102.7 3.80 .3.7w ..06 4.00 3.79 .21 4.40 4.13 .I7 3.04 3.79 ..11

5 103.2 5.80 5.51 6.40 6.10 5.54 °.56 5.60 5.64 -.09 5.40 5.72 .18

MATT.ItO HE.50N 3 90.3 3.20 3.40 -.2A 2.90 3.52 -.62 3.40 3.87, .00 3.56 -.116 0

5 95.4 4.50 4,97 -.47 4.80 5.00 -.20 4.40 5.13 -.33 5.00 5.19 -.19

q

MECORHICA 5 .90.0 5.00 5.11 -.11 5.20 5.20 .08 5.00 5.30 -.30 5.30 5.16 -.06

mL4001.n$1004 3 110.0 4.30 4.18 .02. 4.50 4.57 .13 4.40 4.18, .22
5 109.1 6.10 5.98 ..12 6.40

4.27 :..!, ::7100

5.99 8.12 -.02 6.20 6.15 .05

0.1.0.006 3 92.6 3.50 ;.I6 6.34 3.90 3.16 .74 1.90 3.52 .34 3.40 1.27 .63
5.33 I7 5.40 5.37 ..n35 98.2 5.10 5.14 -.n4 5.30 5.19 1.111 5.50

mlvoLLTOU vALLLY 3 10501 3.80 1.80
5 105.6 5.00 5.70

muaTPLIIER

NT RAIlEm

3 110.4
5 107.1

-.0ft 3.80
.I0

3.94 .44
5.90 5.73 .17

4.20 4.1n .02 4.50 4.29
6.10

3 09.7 3.10
90.8 . 4.40

.36 6.40 5.01

0.4n .12 3.10

4.20 4.27 .07 3.80 3.92 -.12
4.40 5.07 0.00 5.9n .10

.21 4.10
0.50 6.00

2.97 0.13 4.20

4.61 .10 11.30 4.17
5.90 0.10 6.70 5.94

3.35 -.I% 3.20 3.11
4.81 -.21 4.60 4.66 0..06 4.70 4.80 -.10 4.90 4.56

3 83.2 2.60 2.56 ..04 2.70
5 93.6 4.60 4.65 -.05 4.80

NORTH rORESTVILLE 3 99.6 3.50 5.56 -.06 3.50
5 95.1 4.90 4.06 -.06 5.20

4:0 PHAIR - 3 102.1 4.00
5 99.6 6.40

3.68 .32 4.10
.22 5.50

2.54
4.75

.16 2.40
#.05 4.70

2.94
4.94

3.60 -.10 4.00 3.94
'4.99 .al .5.410 5.13

ge

.13
.26

.09

.04

-.14 2.70 2.76 -.06
-.24 4.80 ',4.99 -.19

)

0.06 3.70 3.63 .07
..37 5.30 5.18 .I2

3.75 0.35 4.40 4.10 .30 3.90
5.26 .24 5.70 5.38 -.IP

SEE CHAPTER 4. SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 101
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE% SCORES.
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(LAUREL 0 W PHAIR)

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, MITH NONVERBAL A ILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED

PRINCE GEORGES COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

SKILL AREAS`

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL
.4%.

15SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE

SAS .GE

I4ARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ErCE

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

0 FFER-
E CE

CANNEL 3 98.7 3.10 3.46 -.36 3.20 3.51 31
5 96.1 5.20 4.83 .37 5.00 4.92 08

ELKISUALE 3 96.0 3.40 3.29 .11 3.50 3.33 4. 7
S 97.8 5.40 4.98 .42 5.50 5.06 4. 4

LONGFIELDS' 3 94.5 3.50 3.19 .31 3.50 3.24 4.2.
95.6 4.90 4.79 .11 4.70 4.88 -.1

LYI.DON HIE.. 3 97.2 3.30 3.36 ..06 3'.30 3.41 -.11
5 45.3 4.o'9 5.02 4.90 5.10 -.20

MAGNOLIA 104.0 3.90 1.80 .10 3;90 3.87 4.03100.3 5.00 5.19 ...14 5.10, 5.26 -.16

8ARG A EDMONSTON 3 107.9 , 4.10 4.05 ..03 4.30 4.13 $175 ,98.5 5.20 5.04 +.16 5.50 5.12 .38

MARGARET DANT 3 -94.7 3.50 3.20 .30 3.40 3.25 .155 102.3 5.40 5.36 04 5.40 5.42 - 02

MATTAPKUI 3 102.7 3.80 3,72 ..04 4,00 3.78 .225 103.2 3.80 5.44 ..36 6.10 5.50 .60

MAMILK NE45UN 3 98.3 3.20 3.43 -.23 2.90 3.40 -.595 95.4 4.50 4.77 -.27 4.80 4.87 -.07

MCCORMICK 5 98.8 5.00 5.06 -.06 5.20 5.14 4.06

mLADO4RHOO6 3 110.0 4.30 4.18 .12 4.50 4.27 .235 109.1 6.10 5.95 .15 6.40 . 5.97 4.43

MLLVOUS 3 92.6 3.50 3.07 .41. 3.90 3.11 .705 98.2 5.10 5.01 00 5.30 5.09 .21
MIDDLETON VALLLY 3 105.0 3.80 3.86 -.06 3.80 3.93 -.135 105.6 5.80 5.65 +.15 5.90 5.69 .21

MOORLL1ER
3 110.4 400 4.21 ..01 4.50 4.29 .215 107.1 6.10 5.78 +.32 6.40 5.81 4.59

MURNIN0SIUL
3 59.7 3.10 2.55 ..22 3.10 2.92 4.18S 9".8 4.40 4.37 0.03 4.60 4.50 4.10

MT RAINIER 3 2.60 2,46 +.14 2.70 2.48 .225 3.6
. r. 4.60 4162 -.02 4.80 4.72 4.08

NORTH FOREAVILLE 99.6 3.50 3.52 -.02 3.50 3.57 -.075 95.1 400 4.74 .16 5.20 4.84 .36

0 PHAIR 3 102.1
5 99,6

4.00
5.40 Z.(11 ::;?,

4.10
5.50

3.74
5.21

.36
4.29

4.

AVERAGE MARY-
LAND

9E NORM

3.50 3.87
5.10 5.12

3.80 3.70
5.30 5.25

3.70 3.61
5.20 5.09

3.40 3.78
4.60 5.29

4.20 4420
5.30 5.44

4.50 4.44
5.40 5.31

3.0 3.62
.50 S.59

30 4.12
5 60 5.66

3. 0 3.84
4. 0 5.07

5.0 5.33

8.70 4.57
6.10 6.11

3.90 3.10
3.50 5.28

4.20 4.26
5.00 5.84

4.40 4.60
6.00 5.96

300
4.70

3.31
\4.72

2.40
4.70 0.93

4.00 3.93
5.90 5.\05

4.484.110
5.20 5.39

\

1SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR
DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION DP ASTERIK 001,ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

.
,

4,0
047,-

4-374

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

-.37 3.30
-.02 500

MARY-
LAND
NORM

3.56
5.17

OTFFER
ENCE

-.26
-.07

4.10 3.50 3.41 4.09.05 5.70 5.30 4.40

.04 3.50 3.33 ( .17

.11 5.nn p.13

-O8 3.40 3.48 -.08
'*'.69 5.00 6.33 -.33

.00 4.00 3.85 4;15
-.14 5.20 5.46

4.06 4.30 4.06 .24
.09 5.110 5,5 .05

.18 3.6n 3.34 .26
-.09 5.80 05.63 .17

.18 , 3.99 3.78 .12.
-.06 5.90 5.70 4.20

-.44 3.10 3.54 ..44
-.27 5.00 5.12 -.12

-.33 5.30 5.37 -.07

*.13 4.40 4.18 +.22
-.01 b.20 6.14 4.06

3.40n 3.23 4.67.22 5.40 5.33 +.07

-.06 3.80 3.01 -.11.06 '6.90 5.08 .1

.20 4.30 4.20 .1.04 6.20 5.99 4.2

-.11 3.2n 3.07 4.1
4.02* 4.90 4.78 4.1

2.70 2.71 -.0
-.23 4.80 4.98 -.1

.07 3.70 3.61 .0.45 5.30 5.10 4.2

+.32 3.90 3.75 4.1
....19 50110 5.43 -.0



(OAKCREST RIVERDALE)

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROF I LE*

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN,

PERCENT PERCENT
PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIANTOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS STAFF

GRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S DISAD- EDUCA... FAMILY
'ORGANI.- ENROLL- STAFF ATTEN-. DEGREE VAN-.. TION OF INCOME

TEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.ZATION MENT RATIO DANCE OR ABOVE TAGED. MOTHER AS)SCHOOL NAME (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (a) (9) (10) (11) (12)

OAKCREST PRE K -6 Q 455 19.8 94.4

OAKLANDS K-6 666 23.5 95.2

4ovERLru K-6 370 21.0 96.3

OWENS ROAD K -6 .479 20.4 94.8

OXON HILL 1 K-6 595 25.2 95.8

PAINT BRANCH K -6 560 21.4 93.0

PALMER PARK K -6 492 20.2 93.2

PANORAMA K -6 263 22.9 94.8

PARKLAWN K-6 354 20.8 93.4

PARKWAY K-6 359 22.3 93.8

PATUXENT 722 22.6 96.8

POINTER RIDGE K -6 733 23.9 95.5

POWDER MILL K-6 625 21.0 94.2

4
.*\

PRINCETON K-6 , 477 21.4 94.8

i

RANDOLPH VILLAGE ICE, 482 21.1 90.8

RIDGECREST K -6 588 19.8 96.0.

,A1110
RITCHIE ICE, 553 23.5 98.5

RIVERDALE K -6 688 21.0 93.5

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OP TERMS.

1

22.0., 1.0 7.6 15.0 19.6 1.8 12.6 12006.0

26.3 2.0 12.5 26.0 29%0 3.5 12.5 113411.0

L6.6 1.0 6.9 20.0 35.2 3.4 12.5 12731.0

22.5 }.0 10.5 11.0 16.2 6.6 12.4 11429.0

22.6 1.0 10.2 16.0 17.4 3.2 12.4 12853.0

25.2 1.13-"7--717131.0 1513 6.2. 12.3 11823.0

22.4 2.0 7.7 20.5 30.3 6.5 12.3 10953.0

10.5 1.0 11.9 23.0 23.5, 3.5 12.4 12354.0,

15.5 1.5 9.6 40.7 40.0 2.4 12.2 13039.0

3.53. 1.0 11.2 16.0 21.7 3.5 12.4 11127.0

30.0 2.0 9.2 28.5 15.6 10.7 12.2 12819.0

28.6 2.0 5.8 13.3 20.6 5.5 12.5 :3812.0

27.8 2.0. 9.5 14.7- 20.5 3.4 12.6 13370.0

21.3 1.0 8.1 16.0 24.7 3.15 12.3 11475.0

21.8 11 7.9 9.5 17.5 10.7 12.3 11607.0

.

27.7 2.0 8.9 25.0 21.9 4.2 12.6 43351.0

22.5 1.0 10.8 17.5 26.8 7.0 12.3 1242t0 ..,

30.8 2.0 9.2 8.0 20.1 8.3 12.2 10611.0

1)
1.) t

0

4-376



(OAKCREST RIVERDALE)
674'

TABLE 4. RELATION OE ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY
CONTROLLED*

PAINCL GEONGiS COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

CHOOL*1+AME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY-
LANG

5A5 GE NORM

OAACmLsT 3 96.3 3.70 .1.38
5 99.0 5.10 5.20

OAKLANAS

OVERLOOK

OALN5 40AU

0X0N BILL

PAINT 0RANL1.1

PALMER PA H.,

PANORAMA

PCKLAvN

PARKWAY

PATUKEW1

PO1NTLP R1,GE

PObv0ER MILL

PRINCETON

3 99.0 3.60 3.52
.5 95.4 5.10 4.93

3 98.6 3.10 3.51
5 96.0 5.00 5.02

96.1 3.20 3.35
92.2 .5.00 4.72

3 96,8 3.60 3.40
5 97.9 5.00 5.14

95.8 3.10 .3.33
92.8 4.80 4.76

3 92.8 . 3.20 5.16
95.3 4.70 4.40

.5 100.3 3.70 3.60
5 98.6 5.60 5.17

3 96.3 3.00 3.37
5 98.7 4.90 5.19

3 94.7 3.30
5 98.6 \ 5.40

3.27
5.12

3 96. 3%10 3.40
5 44.1 4.70 I 4.88

3 .48.7 3.70 3.52
5 105.3 5./0 5.67

.5 100.9 3.40 3.05
5 104.2 5.60 5.59

3.76
5.16

.5 103.4 3.60
99.1 5.3n

RANDOLPH V1LLA6L 3 94.8 . 3.20 3.27
5 45.8 5.00 4.95

HI6GECREST '3 ,105.5 4.10 S.90
5 140.5 .5.40 5.34

. ..

.

R1TCHIF 3 45.0 , 3.50 3.29

:.?
5 97.7 5.20

..

5.11

RP/MULE 3 43.8 3.10 400.20
5 45.2 4.70 4.87

DIFFER- AVERAGE
Ef..CE

GE
.

MARY-
LANO
NORM

DIFFER-
ENCE

,

AVERAGE

GE

MARY-
{,AND

VON

DIFFER.. AVERAGE
ENCE :

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DTFFER.
ENCE

+.32 3.70 3.40 +.30 4.00 3.76 +.24 3.80 3.46 +.34

-.10 5.20 5.25 -.05 5.40 5.35 +.05 5.40 5.41 -.01

+.08 3.70 3.57 4 +.13 3./40 3.92' -.12 3.60 3.59 ,+.01

4.17 . 5.20 4.99 +.21 5.10 5.10 +.00 5.20 5.16 +.04

-.41 '3.30 3.54 3.40 3.89 -.40 3.30 3.58 -.28
-.02 5.00 5.05 -.05 5.10 5.17 -.07 5.00 5,23

-.15
4.2A

3.10
4.60

, 3.38
4.77

-.28
-.17

1040
5.10

3.74
4.88

-.24
+.42

3.00
5.00

3.44
4.95-

-.44
+.05

+.20 3.50 3.43 +.07 3.00 3.78 +.12 3.60 3.49 4.11
-.14 5.10 5.18 -.OA 5.00 5.31 -.31 5.20 5.36 -.16

423 3.10 3.36 -.26 3.10 3.72 -.42 3.30 3.43 -.13
+.04 4.90 4.81 +.00 4.40 4.94 ...14 4.90 5.00 -.10

+.04
-.2n

3.S0
4.70

3.17
4.97

+.13 ,

-.27
3.60
5.0*

4.64
5.08

+.06
-.08

3.60
4.00

3.27 "
5.14

t.33
.....24

9

+.10 3.50 3.65 -..15 4.10 .4.49 +.11 3.60- 3.66 ' -.06
+.43 5.80 5.22 +.58 5.70 5.54 +.36 5.60 5.39 +.21

-.37 3.30 3.39 -.09 3.60 3.74 -.44 3.50 3.46 +.04
-.24' 5.10 5.22 -.12 5.30 5.37 -.07 5.20 5.42 -.22

.4.03 3.50 3.29 +.21 3.40 3.66 +.14 3.70 3.37 , +..33

4.211. 5.50 1 5.1,4 +.31 5.50 5.31 +.10 5.90 5.16 +.54

-.10
-.IA

3.20
4,80

3.42
4.91

-.22
-111

3.50
4.00

3.78
5.05

-.214,

-.15
.-3.510\

6.30
3.49

.5.11
*01'
+.19

+.18 3.70 3.53. +.15 3.40 3.89 -.09 - 3.70 3.59 +.41
+.03 5.70 5.70 +.00 5.A0 5.83 -.03 5.00 5.87 -.07

-.25 3.70 +.01 4.40 4.03 400 3.70 +.30
i.01 5.90 5.63 +.27 5.40 5.74 +.06 6.00 5.78 +.22

-.16 3.60 3.84 -.24 1,40 , 4.17 -.37 3.70 3.81 -..11

+.14 5.30 5.23 +.07 5.10 5.35 7.05 5.60 5.40 +.20

-07 3.20 s 340. -,10 3.60 3.66 -.06 3.60 3.37 +.23
.05 5.10 3.04 +04 5.10 5.13 -.03 5.30 5.1.; +.11

+.20 4.00 3.28 +.02 4.60 4.30 +.30 3.96 3.93 -.03
+.36 5.6 3.37 '.23 5.60 5.49 +.11 5.50 5.54 -04

1 . ,
.

+.21 3
.- L

3.31

'

.09 3.A0 3.67 +.43
.

3.40- 3.34 .01
+.09

-.10

"' 5,

3.10

5.15

3.23

-.05

-.13

5.10

.8.60

r 5.28

3.60

+.02

+.00

.5.10

-3.70

5.33',"

3.32

-.23

+.38
4.90 4.95 5.10 " +.03 5.10 .13 -.03

a

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS RE TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK I)
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

3 9 :1
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(OAKCREST RIVERDALE).

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO M4RYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILIT, AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS

PRINCE GEORGES COUNTY STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*
SCHOOL SISTE

SKILL AREAS

VOCADULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

VERAGE MARY- D7FFER-

GF NORM
LAND EUCE

sEHOOL NAME

,

GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE

e
4A5

MARY-
LAND
NORM

6IFFrn- AVERAGE
E*CE

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

6

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

HIFFFR-
EUEE

OAKCREST .3 90.3 S:70 3.31 +.39 3.70 3.35 4.35 400 3.72 .20,..
b 99.0 5.10 5.08 +.02 5.20 5.16 .04 , 5.40 5.34 .06

OAKLAND5 3 49.0 3.60 1.48 ..12 3,70 3.53 4
4.17, 3.A0 S7K9 -.00

5 "95.4 5.10 4.77 .31 5,20 4.87 .33 5.10 5.07 .0S

OVERLOOK 3 98.6 3.10 3.45 -.35 3.30 3.51 -.21 3..40 3.86 -.465 96.0 5.00 9.82 ..1A 5.00 4.92 4..08 5.10 5.12 -.02

OMENS ROAJ 3 96.1 3.20 3.29 -.09 3.10 3.34 -.24 3.50 3.71 -.215 92,2 5.00 9.50 ..50 4.60 4.6l -.01 5.30 4.83 .47

(PION HILL 46.8 3.60 1.39 ..26 3,50 3.39 .11 1.00 3.75 .lsb 97.9 5.00 9.99 ..n1 5.10 5.07 4.03 5000 5.26 -.26

PAINTGRANLH 3 95.8 3.10 3.27 -.17 3'.10 3.32 -.22 3.30 3.69 -.3Qb 92.8 4.80 4.55 .25 4.90 4.66 .24 4.00 4.87 -.07

PALMER PAR,: 3 92.8 3.20 308 ..12 3.30 3.12 .18 ;1.60 3.50 .In5 95,3 4.70 4.76 -.66 4.70 4.86 -.16 5.00 5.06 -.06

PANORAmA 3 100.3 3.7u '3.b6 .09 3.50 3.62 -.12 4.10 3.97 .135 98.6 5.60 5.05 +.55 5.80 5.13 4.67 5.70 5.31 .39

PARKLAKN 3 96.3 3.00 3.31 -.31 3.30 3.35 -.05 3.60 3.72 -.125 98.7 4.00 5.05 -.15 5.10 5.13 -.03 5.30 5.32 -.02

PAKK04.1 3 94,7 3.30 1.20 .10 3.50 3.25 .25 3.00 3.62 .185 98.6 5.40 5.05 .35 5.50 5.13 .37 5.50 5.31 .19

PATUXENT J 96,9 3.30 3.34 -.04 3.20 16 39 -.19 3.50 3.76 -.26
'5 94.1 4.70 4.66 +.04 4.80 4.76 .04 4.00 4.97 -.97

PU1NTL0 RlaGE 3 48.7 3.715 1.46 ..24 3.70 3.51 .19 3.00 3.87 -.07
5 10.5.3 5.70 5.62 .08 5.70 5.67 .03 5.00 . 5.82 -.02

00,4TER MILL 3 100.9 3.40 3.60 -.20 3.70 3.66 .04' 4.no 4.01 -.01
5 104.2 5.60 5.53 5.90 5.58 .32 5.00 5.74 .06

PRINCETON 3 103.4 3.60 3.76 -.16 3.60 3.83 -.23 3.00 4.16 -.3A
5 49.1 5.30 5.09 4.21. ' 51,30 5.17 .13 5.30 5.35 -.05

.
-

RANDOLPH VILLA6t. 3 94.8 3.E0, 3.21 -.01 3.20 I 3.26 -.06 ,,, .3.60 3.63
5 95,8. 5.00 401 ' ....IQ 5.10 4.90 .20 5.1.0 ::N

.

RloGELFT,E51 3 4.10 3.90 4.20 3.97 ,03 9.60 4.29 .31
5 100.5 5.70 5.21 .49 5 0 5.28 .32 5.60 5.46 .14

1RITLHIF 3 95.0 3.50 3.22 .2 3.4d1 3.27 4.13 3.40 3.64 .16
5 97.7 5.20 4.97 .21 5.10, 5.05 .ny 5.N0 5.25 .05

RI4ERUALE 3 43.8 3.10 3.14 _.04 3.10 3.19 -.09 5..60 3.56 1.09
* 95.2 4.7n 4.75 -.05 4.90 4.85 .05 5.10 5.06 .09

jr. SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERNS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 001
ACCOMPANYING DIFFERENCE SCORES.

1)
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3
5.

3,6A
5.2'

3.43 .37
5.34 .01

3.58
5.12

4.02
.08

3.1 3.56 ' -.26
5.00 5.16 -.16

3.00 3.42 / -.42'
5.00 4.5m 2

3.60
5.20

3.46 .19
5.30 -.10

3.30 3.40 -.10
,4.90 4.93 -.03

3.6n 3.24
4.00 5.11

3.60
5.60

36
-.21

.65 -.05

.36 .24

3.50 3.43 .07
5.20 5.36 -.IN

3.70 .3.34
5.00 5.36

.36

.54

3.50 3.4 .84
5.3C 5.0 ..28

3.7n 3.56
5.80 5.85

.14

4.00 3.68 .32
6.00 5.77 .23

3.70 +.82 -.12
5.60

..

5.19 .21

3.55Mi 5.15

3.00 3.93
5:50 5.50

.25

.15

3.4n 3.36 0
5.10 5.24

3.70 3.29
5.10 5.10



(RIVERDALE HILLS - TALL OAKS).

-TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL--COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL 11SOURCESPROFILE*

4 ,

4SCHOOL AGE EHIOREN
PERCENTI ( PERCENT

PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN '

TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS STAFFGRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DULY TOTAL NO.
'

EXPERIENCE HASTEU.S.DISAD- EDUCA- FAMILYORGANI- ENROLL- STAFF ATTEN DEGREE VAN- TION OF INCOME
TEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.ZATION RENT RATIO DANCE OR ASOVE TAGED MOTHER IA/SCHOOL NAME 111 (21 (31 (41 (51 (61 (71 (O 191 110) 1111 1121

RIVERDALE HILLS K4 417 21.3 94.4 10.6 1.0 0.7 38.0 20.4 6.3 12.2 10920.0

ROBERT FRONT K-6 428 21.9 92.4 10.5 140 0.7 21.0 17:9 3.3 12.5 13956.0

(

ROCKLEDGE K-6 676 22.5 97.6 , 28.0 2.0 10.3 18.5 17.0 2.2 12.6 * 15/12.0

ROGERS HEIGHTS K-6 610 21.4 07.5 27.1 2.0 10.3 11.5 25.0 7.7 12.3 11153.0

P

. I. aROSE VALLEY K-6 662 20.0 96.7 30.0 1.0 7.2 14.7 22.3 2.5 12.6 14730.0

40. .
ROSFCROFT PARK PRE K-6 441 16.7 97.2 25.3 1.0 10.4 16.5 14. ,3.11 12.4 13317.0

SAMUEL F B,HORSE PRE K-6 611 22.8 90.7 25.8 1.0 7.3 10.0 21.3 3.2 . 12.0 11001,0

SAMUEL. CHASE K-6 521 22.5 C 93.A 22.1 1.0 9.6 14.0 10.8 3.7 12.6 13145.0

SANDNHOUNT K-6 464 21\8 95..6 20.3 1.0 7.8 40.0 25.0 10.6 12.2 11209.0

SEABROOK K-6 557 : 21.7 97.1 24.7 1.0 10.0 25.0 .10.3 2.6 12.5 13907.p

SEAI PLEASANT K-6 482 20.3 94.0 - 22.8 4.0 6.1 27.0 16.8 .9 12.2 10512.0

SHADYSIDE K-6 397 23.0 95.1 16.3 1.0 9.6 5.4 25.8 7.1 12.3 11229.0

SILVER HILL K-6 359 22.7 94.3 14.3 1.5 11.6 22.0 9.5 5.5 12.4 12183.0

SKYLINE K-6 410 19.2 94.8 20.3 1.0 8.7 14.0 14.1 6.6 12.2 11125.0

GOMERSET K-6 542 22.4 96.1 23.2 1.0 10.2 32.0 29.7 2.5 12.8 16301.0

SPRINGHILL LAKE K-6 471 22.0. 95.4 28.5 2.0 8.8 14.5 23.9 7.1 13.0 11865.0

,SURRATTSVILLEELEM K-6 543 23.4 96.6 *..22.2 1.0 11.6 25.0 16.7 1.9 12.3 15035.0

TALL. OAKS K-6 377 23.4 94.4 15.1 1.0 9.1 23.0 12.4 3.7 1/2.6 14471.0

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEPINITION OP TERMS.

t'.; 9
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(RIVERDALE HILLS TALL OAKS)

TABLE 4L. 'RELATION OF 'ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND, NORMS; BY SKILL'
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY
CONTROLLED*

PkINCE. GEORGES. COUNTY .

-SCHOOL SY.1EM

SCHOOL NAME

SKILL AREAS ""

- VOCABULARY READINGSCOMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL
A

MARY.. 0/FEEfi-. AVERAGE.' MARY-. .0IFFER AVERAGE MARY-. DIFFER-. AVERAGE: MARY.. DIFFER..GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE
.

J LAM EhCE LAND ERCE LAND air LAND ME
SAS GE, NORM GE NORM GE1 NORM GE NORM

P

RIVERDALE HILLS 3 98.1 3.20 3.45 ..25 3.00 3.50. -.50 3.RD $3.69 -.05 3.30

5 96.7 4.98 +.02 5.00 5.05$ -.05 5.10 5.16 -.08 5.40
qt.

ROHERT FROST 3 96.7 3.30 " 3.41 .-.11 3.A0 3:42 r.32 3.50 3.77 .,27 3.30

94.8 4.60 4.98 .314 4.60 4.99 -.39 400 5.10 -.33 5.00

ROCKLEDGE ' 3 106. 4.20 3.99 +.21 400 4.04 +.36 4.60 4.36 +.24 4.30
5 104.7 5.90 5.72 +.1# 5.90 5.71 +.19 6.00. 5.64 +.16 5.90

,

4

ROaRS HENHT6'.; 3 95.7 3.30 3.32 -.02 3.50 3.36. +.14 3.60,.. .3.72 .12 3.40

5 95.3 4.90. 4.90 +.00 . 5.10 4.97 +.13 qaor 5.09 +.1r ' k.1.0

.0. .

. ROSE VALLEY 3 , 106.2 4.00 3,96 '+.04 4,30 4.02 +.26 4.20 4.34 -.14 4.00
5 104.7 5.70 5.67 +.03. 5.70 5.82:

!

5.66 +.02 5.50 -.32 '5.60

$

$

ROsECR0F7 PARK 3 102.5 3.80 3.73 4.07 , .80 3.79 +.01 4.00 .4%12
5 99.E. 5.20 6.27 ..07, 5:20 5.30 ...10 5.10 '5.43

/

.12,1',

.1./

371 r

5.60

. ..

SAMUEL F Ii MORSE 3 94.4 3.20 3.27 -.07 3,$ .40 3.29 +.11 3.40 ,45.65 -.25 3.40
5 92.9 4.50 4.80 -.30 4.60 , 4.65 -.25. 4.60 4.94.

.
.34t 4.90

.

.

. 4 44

sANueL CHASE' 3 101.9 4.00 3.70 4.30 ,'.4.40 3.75 +.65 * 4.20 4.09 +011 3040"

`'3 5 1.02.4 5.40 6.46 -.06 5,60 5.50 f:10$ 5.50 5.62
. '

-.12 5.60 ,

SANDYM01017 .1 96.9 3.20 3.39 -.19 3.30 3.43 -.16 3.60 3.78 -.18 3.50

5^ 99.8 4490 5.20 -.30 4.90 5.27 ..37 4.90 5.40 '-.50 5.10

SEABROOK 3 100.6 3.60 3.63 -.03' 3,50 3.67 -.17 3.90 ,4.00 -.10 3.70

5 101.2 5,30 5.40 -.10' 5.40 5.42 -.02 . 5050 5.56 .06 5,7n

..SLAT PLEASANT '3 97.6 ,3.30 342 -.12 3.10 3.47 -.37 4.10 3.83 . +.27 3.60

5 '-94.2 '9.60. 4.81e ...20 4.80 4.88 ....08 4.60 5.00, -.40 4.90

SRAOYSIDE 3.; 98.0 3.20 ' 3.45 -.25 3.10 . 3.50 3.70 3.85 3.30

5 913.4 4.90 5.11 ..4) 5,00 5.16 -.18 5.20 5.30 -.10 5.20

SILVER HILL 3 93..0/ '2.90 . 3118 ..24 2030 3.19 -.39 3.10 3.55 -.45 3.00

5 97.6 4.60 5.10 4.60 5.15 -.35 4.70 v 5.27 40'57 4.60

5 yLINE 3 93.2 3.60 3.18 +.42 3.40 3.20 +.20 3.90 " 3.56 +.34 3.50

5 400.1 -5.50 5.21. +.29 5.30 5.29 +.01 5.60 5.41 +.19 5.40

.

SU,4ERSET 3 103.4 ', 3.90 4.00 3.85 +.15 4..10 4.183.82 .--.06 4.10

5 103.5 6.00
:,..:

6.00 5.63 +.37 6.80: 5.7B +.2A 6,00

5PRIN54I1LL LAKE. 3 98.4 3.80 3,51 +.29 3.60 3.55 +.05 ' 4.00 3.89 +.11 3.60

5 97.9 5.20 5.14 +.06 5.30 5.20 +.10 5.30 5.27 +103 5.4D

r"

SURRATTSVILLE ELEM 3 102.7 3.60 3.75 +.05 4.10 3.79 +.31 3.90 4.12 -.22 '3.70

5 102,4 5.70 5.51 +.19 5.70 5.51 +.19 5.70 5.67 +.03 5.80

. E'.

TAL6., OAKS. 3 9.7.7 3.40 3.47 ....07 3.60' 3.49 +.11' 5.80 3.63 .03" 3.50

5 96.d 5.30 5:27 +.03 5.7Z 5.28 +.42 5.20 5.41 ....21 5.60
o . _

/ ,

SEE CHAPTER SECTION' 4:1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK -( *)
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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3.54 ...24

5.23 1 +.17'

3.49
5.18

4.00 .+.10
5.67 +.03e.
3.42 .C12

5.14 -.04

$ ''

.

3.98 A+.02
5.115 -.25

3.78 ...08

5.48 +.12

3.36 +.04
5.00 -.10

,3.75 +.05
.5.66 -.06

3.48 +.02
.

5.44 ....34

3.69 +.01
5.60 ' +.10

3.51 +.29
5.06 -.16

3.53
5,35 -.15

.3.29
5.32.

3,2,9 +.21
5.46 -.06

3.85 4.24 ci

5.81 * +.t9 .

3:57 +.03
5.33 +.07

3.60 -.10
5.71 +.09

.

et! ;:ri
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(RIVERDALE:HILLS TALL OAKS)*

. ,

'TABLE 5.. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL. ABILITY-AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS

PRINCE GEORGtS COUNTY STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*, : , d
SCHOOL SYSTEM c,

. P
I,

SKILL AREAS .

. sit,

VOCAOUtARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MO.HEPATICAL TOTAL

A:17E0ER..

ENCE

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE. AVERAGE

SAS GE

MARY..
LAND
NORM

DIFFER.. AVERAGE
EmCE

GE

MARY..

LAND
NORM

DIFFER+
ENCE

AVEPAGE

GE

MARY..

LAND
NORM

01FFFR., AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

ARV..

WIVEROALE HILLS 98.1 .3.20 3.42 ...22 500 3.47 -.47 3.80 3.63 -.03 3.30 3.5396.7 ."5.00 4.48 4.12 5.00 4.97 +.03 5.10 5.17 -.07 5.40 5.22

ROOCRT FROST 3 96.7 3.30 3.33 " 3.10 44.58 -.28 3.50 3.74 .24 3.30 3.455 940 4.60 4.72 -.12 4.60 4.62 -.22 4.130 5.03 -.23 N 5.00 5.07

ROCKLEnGE 146.4 4.20 3.95 4.25 4.40 4.03 +.37 4.60 4.35 4.25 4.10 3.985 104.7 5.90 5.57 4.35 5.90 5.62 '0 +.28 6.00 5.76 +.22 5,90 5.81'

/ROGERS HEIvHTS 95.7 3.30 3.27 4.03 3.50 3.31 +.19 1.60 3.68 '.08 3.40 3.4095.3 4.90 4.76 4.14 5.10 . 4.66 +.24 5.20 5.06 +.14 5.10 5.11'
, .

ROSE VALLLY 3 106.2 4.00 3,94 4,06 4.0 4.01 +.29 4.20 4434 4.00 3.97s 5 104.7 5.70 5.57 4.13 5.70 5.62 +.06 5.50 5.76 ...DR 5.60 5.61

ROSECROFT PARK 3 102,5 3.80 3,70 4.10 3.00 3.77 +.03 4.00 4.11 3.70 3.775 99.6 5.20 5.13 4.07 5.20 5.21 -.01 5.30 6.39 -.09 5.60 5.43

-0
I

SAMUEL D MORSE 94.4 3.20 3,18 4.62 3.40 3.23 ,+.17 - 3.40 3.60 -.20 3.40 3.3392.9 4,50 4.56 -.06 4.60 .4.67 - 460 4.64 '..24 4.90 4.93-

SAMUEL C1116C. 3 101.9 4.00 3.66 4.34 4.40 3.73 +.67 s 4.20. 4.07 +.13 3.40 3.745 102.4 5.40 5.37 4.03 5.60 5.43 +017 5.50 5.60 -.10 5.60 5.64

SANDYMOUNT
.

3 9
5 9

.9

.8
3.20
4.90

3.34
5.15

-.14
-.25

3.30
4.90

3.39
5.22

-.09
+.32

3.60
4.90 s

3.76
5.40

-.16
-.50'

3.50
5.10

3.46
5.45

. . .SEABROOK
.5 100.6 3.60' 3.58 +.02 3.50 3.64 .14 3.90 3.99 -.0° 1.70 3.675 101.2 5.30 5.27 4.03 5.40 .5.33 +.07 5.50 5.51 -.01 5.70 5.55

SEAT PLEASANT 97,6 3.30 3.39 ...PG' 3.10 3.44 4-34 4.10 ' 3.60 +.30 3.40 3.505 94.2 4.60 4.67 -.07 4.80 4.77 +.03 4.60 '4.98 -..34 4.00 5.03

SHADY5/0E 3 98.0 3.20 3.41 ...21 3,10 3.47 -,37 1.70 3.81 -.13' 3.30 3.525 94.4 4.90- 5.03 -.13 5.00 5.11 ...en 5.20 5.30 -.In. .S.20 5.34

SILVER HILL 3 93.0 2.90 3.09 ' .19, 2.80 3.14 -.34 3.10 3.51 -.41 3.00 , 3.25S 97,6 4.60 4.96 -.36 4.80 5.04 -.24 4.70 5.24 -.54 4.140 5.28

SKYLINE 3 93.2 . 3.60 3.11 4.49 3.40 3.15 +.25 3.00 3.53 +.37 3.50 3.26100.1 5.50' 5.17 4.33 5.30 5.25 +.05 5.60. 5.43 4.17 5.40 5.47

SOMERSET 3 103.4 3.90 3,76 +4 4,00 3.83 +.17 4.10 4.1'8 -.06 4.10 3.625 103.5 .6.00 5.47 +.53 6.00 5.52 +.48 6.00 5.69 4.31 6.00 5.72

SPRINGHILL LAKE 3 96,4 3.80 3,44 .36 3.60 3.49 +.11 4,00 3.85 4.15 3.60 3.5497.9 5.20 4.99 +.21 5.30 5.07 +.23 5.10 5.26 4.04 5.40 5.30

-.23
+.18

...15
-.07

+.12
+.09

,

+,00
-.01

+033fr

-.21

-.07
;4.17

407
-.03

+.06
-.04

+.04
..35

+.03
4.15

+.30
- ;13

-.22
-.14

-.25

+.24
..:07

+.26
+.28

+.0
+.-1

SURRATTSVILLE ELEM 3 102.7 3.80 3.r 72 4.06 4.10 3.76 +.32 3.90 4.12 -.22 3.70 3.7l -.06
5 102.4 5.70 5,37- +.33 5.70 5.43 +.27 32 5.70 5.60 +.10 5.80 5.64 +.16

'1'

TALL OAKS 3 97.7 3.40 3.39 4.01 3.60 3.45 +.15 3.40 3.61 ...01 3'50 3.51 -.01
'S 96.8 5130. 5.06 4.24 5.70 5.14 +.56 5.20 5.33 -.13 5.60 5.37 +.23

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (0)
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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( TANGLEWOOD - WOODMORE

'TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL-- COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC
PROFILE*

SCHOOL RE4URCES

SCHOOL NAME ''

GRADE
ORGANI-
ZATION

(1)

TOTAL
SCHOOL
ENROLL-
MENT
121

PUPIL/
STAFF
RATIO
(3)

PERCENT
AVERAGE
DAILY

ATTEN-
DANCE
(4)

TOTAL NO.
AVERAGE YEARS
EXPERIENCE,

PERCENT
STAFF

MASTER'S
DEGREE,
OR ABOVE

(9)

SCHOOL AGE CHILD1EN

liEDkAN
gAMILY
INCOME

412)

PERCENT
DISAD-
VAN..

TAGEO
(10)

MEDIAN
EDUCA-
TION OF
MOTHER
Ill)

TEACHER
(5)

ADMIN.
(6)

TEACHER
(7)

ADMIN.
(8)

TANGLEWOOD K-6 ,489 22.2 97.1 21.0 1.0 13.5 9.0 36.4 0.9 12.3

TAYAC K-6 642 20.2 95.0 29.8 2.0 8.2 29.0 22.9 3.4 -12.5 14572.0

.
. -TEMPLE HILLS K-6 4 23.4 95.6 8.6 1.0 14.1 16.0 15.6 3.9 12.6 13916.0

P it
TEMPLETON K-6 21%8 93.6 29.2 2.0 10.2 18.2 27.2 7.9. 12.1 ,10444.0

t

/THOMAS ADDISON K-6 318 21.2 96.4 14.0 1.0 10.5 ' 13.0 34..7 5.4 12.6 13828.0

THOMAS CLAGGETT K-6 428 21.3 95.4 19.1 1.0, 6.9 12.0 28.3 \7...4 12.2 10953.0
.

10,

THOMAS S STONE ,490 24.0 95.6 18.9 1. 10.1 27.3k 9.8 4.8.' 11.8 9304.0

TULIP GROVE ' .1(-6 591 23.3 96.1 24.4 -1.0 11.1 15.0 26.4 5.2 '12.6 16020.0

UNIVERSITY PARK K-6 440 20.6 94.6 20.4 1.0 13.0 13.0 18.2 5.5 ', 12.8 15310.0

/

VALLEY VIEW X 6 579 23.0 96.7 23.2 2.0 11.8 24.5 19.8. 4.1 12:4 11463.0

WALDUN WOODS K-6 401 20.6 95.1 18.4 1.0 13.0 11.0 28.9 2.1 12.3 '," 1357174 0,

WEST LANHAM HILLS K-o 468 21.0 99.6 21.3 1.0 6.8 12.0 16.1 3.8 12.4 . 12364.0

.

WHITEHALL K-6 580 23.2 96.4 24.0 1.0 6.8 12.0 8.0 '2.8 12.8
,

.15043.0 °

we
WILDERCROF K-6 374 20.2 94.3 17.5 1.0 11.4 23.2 17.3 5.4 12.4 11207.0

WILLIAM BEANES NO .RESOURCE DArA AS OF 9/73
e 8.2 12.3 9395.0

WILLIAM PACA K-6 482 18.9 96.3 23.3 2.2 8.8 19.5 24.7 5.9 12.4 12504.0

WOODLEY KNOLL '4'- 380 18.7 94.6 19.3 1.0 6.7 31.0 26.1 6.2 12.3 12101.0

WOODMORE 542 22.3 96.8 23.3. 1.0 8.0 17.0 10.T 5.9 12.5 14050.0

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.
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(TANGLEWOOD - wocibmgRo

PRINCE GEORGES COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

SCHOOL NAME

TAHGLEWOOO

TAYAC

TEMPLE MILS

.

TEMPLLiON

THOMAS ADUISON

THOMAS C14GGETT

THOMAS S STONE

TULIP 0mOvL

UNIVERSITY PARK

VALLEY VIE.,

16.0u wopus.
.

A(

WEST LANHAA HILLS

WHIT6ALL

WILDERCROFT

WILLIAM BLANES

mILLIAH PALA

WO0OLLy )(MOLL

W000MUPE

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS,' WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLEDt .

SKILL AREAS

,

4 VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER+ AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE.

LAND E, CE LAW Ma
SAS GE NORM GE NORM GE

3 94.2 3.80 3.26 +.54 4.10 3.26 +.44 4.10

5 98.5 5.20' 5.21 5.30 5.23 +.07 5.60

3 97.9 3.50 3.46 .02 3.50 3.50 +.00 3.70

5 100.6 .5.30 . 5.39 ...09 5.40 5.39 +.01 5.20

3 99.5 3.70 30,57: +.13 3.70 3.60 +.10 3.90

5, 99.0 5.30 5.26. +.04 5.30 5.28 +.02 5.30
,

3 89,4 2.80 2.95 -.15 2.70 2.96 -.26 3.10

` 5 95.3 4.7Q 4.87 -.17 5.00 - 4.95 +.05 4.80

3 104.0 3.5 3..82 -.02 4,00 3.88 +.12 '4.10

5 107.2 5.40 5.80 -.40 5.80 5,83 -.03 6.00

3 97.3 2.60 3.40 -.60 t 2.80 3.45 -.65 3.40

5 89.6' 4.10 4.51 -.41 4.40 4.57 -.17. 4.30

S 104.4
5 102.6

4.!,3 95.7
. 5 15.7
4,4

3 103.7
5 102.0

3 92.3.1.4 3.00
5 94.7 4.00

3.70 3.78 ..0141,4kii.80 3.88 -.08 4:30
5.30 5.29 +.01 .40 5.40 +.00 5.70

3 102.0 3.80 3.73 +.07 4.10 3.76 +.34 4.50

5 106.3 5.90 5,82 +.04 6,40 5.81 +.59 t 6.10

. ,

3 101.9 3190 3,73 +.17 4.30 3.76 +.54 4.30

5. 107.6 , 5:80 5.89. -.09 6.10' 5.90 +.20 6.00

3 97.9
,

3.50 .3,45 4.05 3.40 3.50 -.10 4.10
5 101,5 5.40, 5.33 +.07 5.80 5.40 +.40 5.70

3 90.0 3.40 3.02 +.38 3,50 .3.00 +.50' 3.80

.

5 98,7 5.50 5.21 +.29 5.60 5.24 .+.36 5.40

.

3.20 3%34 -.14 . 3.30 3.36 -.06 3.80
4.40. 4.98 -.58 4.70 5.02. ....32 4.40

4.30 3.83 +,47 4.30 3.87 +.43 4.50
5.80 5.52 +.28 5.90 5.52 +.38 5.40

st

3.13 -.13 S.20 3.15 +.'05 3.30
4.87 +.03 4.90 4.94 +.04 5.10

.

3 97.3 3.20 3.40 .20' 3.30 3.45 -.15 3.40

5 101.7 5.00' 5.26 -.26 5.00 5.'37 -.37 5.00

3 95.8 3.40 ' 3.34 +.06 3,50 3.36 +.14-
5 93.2 4.90 4.82 +.08 5.10 4.155 +.21

3.60
5.00

5 93.5 4.80 4.82 -.02 5.00 4.86 +.14 '4.80

3 104.7 .4.10 3.88 +.24 4.40 3.92 +.48 4.90
1004 5.50 5.35 +.15 5x60 S.M. +.44 5.50

MARY.. OIFFFR+ AVEAAGE MARY+. DIFFER+'

LAM ENa Lop, pia
NORM GE NORM

3.62 +.48 3.70
5.37 +.25 5.80

3.84 -.14 3.10
5.54 -.34 5.70

3.94 -.04 3.60
5.41 -.11 5.50

3.34 -.24 3.10
5.07 -.27 5.20

.

4.21 -.11 3.90
5.96 +.04 5.90

3.81 -.41 3.20
4.70 -.40 4.60

4.23 +.07 3.90
5.54 +.16 5.60

4.09 +.41 3.80
5.96 +.14 6.20

4.09 . +.21 4.20
6.02 -.02 6.10

3.85 +.25 3.80
5.51 +.10 5;90 4

11

3.37 +.53 3..60

5.38 +.0P 5:50

3.72 +.18 3.50
'5.15 -.35 ,5.00

' 4.20 +.30 4.10
5.64 +.16 5.90.

3.52 -.22 3.30
5.05 +.05 5.00

.

3'.81 +.41 3:40
5.47 +.47 5.10

3.72 -.12 3.40
4.98 +.02 5.30

'4.99 -.08 5.20

4.25 +.65 4.50
5.50 +.00 5.70

j SEE CHAPTER, 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 11
T ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

400
4-385

3:36 +.34 '

5.42 +.45

3.56 +.14,
5.58 +.12

*ri

3.63 -.03
5.46 +.04

3.04 . +.01
5.13 +.07

.

1.46 +.04
5,99 -.09

3.50 -.30
4,77 +.17.

3.84 +.06
5.58 +.02

3.78 +.02,
5.00 +.21,

3.77 +.43
6.06 +.04 ,

3.53 +.27
5,56 +.34

.

g.11:7 :17 *-

3.43 +.07
5.20 -.20

3.86 +.24
5.68 +.22

3.25 +.05
5.11 +.11

3.48 +.00
5.52 +.42

3.43 -.63
5.04 +.26

5.05 +.15.

3.90 +.60
5.55 +.15



.(TANGLEa00D1- WOODMORE)

TABLE 5. .RELATION OF. ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND-NORMS, BY SKILL
'AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SbOIDECONOMIC STATUS

Pitirra.GEwME5cotim2 .STATFgTICALLY CONTROLLED*
SCHOOL SYSTEM

1

.

$C1400L N4ME

14,0144.4, ****
SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER+ AVERAGE MARY- DIME
.LAND E6CE LAND ENCE LAND ENCE LAND EHOE5A5 6E' NORM ,.

GE NORM GE NORM GE NORM .4

3.70 331 +.39
5.80 5.35 +.45

TAYAC

TANGLLWOQD

TEMPLE N/LLS 3 '` 99.5 3.70 3,.51 4.10 3.70 . 3.57 +413 3.90 3.92 -.02
& 5 99.0 5.3N ' 5.08 +.22 5.30 5.16 +.14 5.36 5.34 -.04

.
r

TE6PUL1ON 3 89.4 2.80 2.80 -.06 2.70 2.90 -.20 3.10 3.29 +.190 ,5 95.3 457C 4.76 -.06 5.00 4.86 +.14 '4.50 5.06 -.26

THOMAS ADUMN

THOMAS CLAJGETT

MAAS S STONE

TULIP GNO$4.

VALLEY Vic.

WALDO': W00.10

3 94.2 3. 0 3.17 4.63 40 4.10 3.22 +.88 s 4.10 3.59 4.51.5 98.5 5. 0 5.04 4.16 500 5.12 +.18 5.60 . 5.31 +.29

....

3 97.9 3.5G 3.41 .04 3.50 3.46 4.04 3.70 3.82 -.125 100.6 5.30 8.22 4..08 5.40 5.29 +.11 5.20 5.47 -.27

3 104.0
.0 107.2

97.3
d9.6

3 404 0 3.70 3.82 1 ...1? 3.80 3.89 +.06 4.30 4.22. +.0A5 102.6 5.30 5.39 ...04 .5.40 5.45 +.05 5.70 5.62 +.08

4.s.3 102.0 3.80 3.67 4.13 4.10 3.73 +.37 4.50. 4.07 4.43
4 5 106.3 5.90 5.71 +.19 6.40 5.75 +.65 6.10 5.90 4.200

,
UNIVCRSITY PAHA

MIST LANHA,4 HILLS J 95.7
5 95.7

3 101.9 3.90 3.66 4.24 4.30 3.73 +.57 4.504) 4.07 4.235 117.6 5.80 S.82 -.02 6.10 5.85 +.25 6.00 6.00 +.00

J 97.9 . 3.50 3.41 4.04 3.40 3.46 -.06 4.90 3.82 .4.955 101.5 5.40 5.30 +.10 5.80 5.36 +.44 5.70- 5.53 4.17

3 90.0 3.49 2.90 4.5ri 3.50 2.94 4" +.56 3.90 3.33 +.575 98.7 5.50 5.05 , 4.45 5.60 51413 4.4/ , 5.40 5.32 +.05

WHITEHALL 3 103.7 4.30 3.70 4..52 4.30 3,.05 +.45 9.50 * 4.18 +.325 102.0 5.80 5.39 4.46 5.90 5.40 +.50 500 5.57 +.2A

AILDERCROFT 3 92.3 3.00 lora -.05 3.20 3.09 4.11 3.50 3.47 +.17. 5 94.7 4.90 4.71 4.19 '4.90 4.81 4.09 5.10 5.02 4.04

WILLIAN dEANE5 3 97.3 ' 3.20 3.42 -.12 3.40 3.70 +.381,5. 101.7 5.00 ..N' ::r1 .,,:g , 5.38 -.38 '500 5.55 +.55 ,
.,.,

WILLIAM PACA . 3 95.8 3.40 3.27 +.13 3.50 3.32 +.18 3.60 3.69 -.095 93.2 4.90 4.50 4.32 5.10 4.69 +.41 5.00 4.90 4.10
_2

WUODLLY KWOLL f 5 ,93.5 4.80 4.61 ..14 5.00 4471 +.29 4.50 4.93 +.03
2

w000mpPE' 3 104.7 4.10 109 4.26 9.40 3.91 4.49 4.90 4.24 +.660 100.3 5.50 5.19 4.31 5.60 5.26 4.54 5.50 5.44 .406

3.80 3.80 '.4.00 4.00 3.87 +.13 4.10 4.20 -.10.5.40 5.79 -.39 5.80 5.82 +.02 6.00 5.97 +.03

2;710 3.37 -.57 2.80 3.42 -.62 3.40 3.784.10 4.27 w.17 4.40 4.40 +.00 4.30 4.63 +.33

3.28
4.40

6.V/
4010

0.30 3.31
4.70 4./19

-.01 A.50 3.65 +.22
-.19 400 5409 -.29

SEE CHAPTER 44 SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF URNS USED AND,EXPLANA4rION OF ASTERISK (0ACCOMPANYINCHDIFFERENCE SCORES. ° .

401

4 -386

4'

-

3.70 3.52 +.18
5.70 5.51 4,19

3.60 3.60 +.00
5.50 5.39

3.16 3.05 +.05
4 5.20 5.11 +.09

3.90 3.85 . +.05
5.90

3.20
4.60 4.69 +.09

6.00 +.10

3.48 -.28

3.50 3.87 +.03
510 5.65 -.05

p
3.40 3.74 +.06

.4'6.20 5.93 +.27

4.20
6.10 5.03 +.07

3.80
5.90

5.6n ma 4.52

3.74 +.46

3.52
5.57 .33'

5.50 5.36 +.14

3.50 3.40 4.10
5.00' 5.14 -.14

4.10 3.83 +.27
5.90

3.30 3.21 +.09
5.00 5.07 ....07

5.61 4.29

a-4o
5.10

3.40
5.30

t.

3.48 -.08
5.55 -.49

3.40 4.00
4.96 +234

5.20 4.98 +.22

4.50
5.70

3./19
5.48

+.61
4.2



1WOODRITGE -.JAMES MADISON JR)

1.

TABLE3. SCHOOL-LEVEL- =COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOUVE,SPROFILE*

'

.

SCHOOL NAME

''

GRADE
ORGANI.-.
ZATION

(1)

TOTAL
SCHOOL
ENROLL-
MENT
12)

r

PUPIL/
STAFF
RATIO
(3)

PERCENT
AVERAGE
DAILY

ATTEN
DANCE
(4)

'

TOTAL NO.

'

AVERAGE YEARS
EXPERIENCE.

PERCENT
STAFF
MASTER'S
DEGREE

OR ABOVE
(9)

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN /

PERCENT
DISAD.-
VAN-
TAGED
(.10)

MEDIAN
EDUCA- ,j'EA
TION OF
MOTHER
(11)

ifIED

IN
(

(

AN
LY

ORE
)

2)

TEACHER
(5)

ADMIN.
(6)

TEACHER
(7)

.

ADMIN.
(8)

WOODRIDGE

TORKTOW4

ANDREW JACKSON JR

K-6

7-9

311

640

779

BELAIR JR HIGH 7 -9 1018

...

BELTSVILLE JR HIGH 7 -9 952

BEN D FOULDIS JR 7 -9 993.O

a

BEND STODDERT JR 7 -9 876

BENJ TASKER JR 7-9 1266

r
BLADENSBURG 779 1003

BUCK LODGE JR HIri 7 -9 1060

CHARLES CARROLL' iR 1057

DWIGHT D EISENHOWER 7-'9 952

0

EOCENE BURROUGHS JR 7 -9 1068

FRAN SCOTT KEY JR. 7-9 1144

FRED SASSCER JR 7-.9 915

G GARDNER SHUGART, 7 9 879

GLENRIDGE JR HIGH 1050

GREENBELT JR HIGH 1058

GWYNN PARK JR 7-9 930

HYATTSVIILLE JR HI 7 -9 798

4 JAMES MADISON JR 7 -9 823

0
SEE APPENDIK'A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

20.1 95.2 14.5 10.9 16.4 6.5 12.4 /13293.0

1

20.9 /90.3 28.6 2.0 7.6 13.9 28.4 2.0 12.7 14884.0
-'' 0

19.0 89.1 39.0 2.0 7.4 19.6 26.8 8.1 12.3 ,., 10456.0

'..

19.7 9p.9 49.5 2.2 7.3 24.1 . 31.3 3.2 120 15790.0

18.5 94.3. 50.0 '3.0 9.6 250 28.3 2.7 12.4 I 13548.0

4
19.3- 89.5 49.5 2.0 7.9 19.5 1 25.2 12.2 11031.0)

e.

18.4 92.2 45.5 2.0 '10.6 16.5 24.3 7.6 12.3 119132.0

18.8 91.2 65.0 2.2, 8.7 ' 22.7 24.1 5.1 12.6 14684.0

.4f

t
19.1 85.2 49.5 3.0 10.3 25.7 26.7 15.1 '12.2 10761.0

18.3 92.9 55.0 3.0 10.5 15.0 39.7 6.4 12.6 12800.0

19.2 89.8' 53.0 2.0 8.3 10.0 29.1 3.9 12.4 12755.0

19.4 91.3 47.0 2.0 8.6 4.0 16.3 5.5 12.7 11709.0
1

.

- .

19.1 94.9 53.0 3.0 7.8 2013 32.1 4.7 12.4 14418.0.

18.7 88.0 58.0 3c0 . 7.9 24.t 19.7, 7.0 12.2 11438.0

19.5 93.4 45.0 2.0 / 8.1 15.0 19.1 9.0 12.3 13336.0

;4!

20.0 91.7 42.o, !2.0 5.7 12.5 20.5 7.3 12.4 11412.0

14.3 89.5 51.5. 3.0 8.7 15.8 27.5 3.6 12.4' 12351.0

-18.9 93.3 53.0 3.0 10.1 19.3 32.1 7.A 12.5 12185.0

19.7 93.1 45.1 2.0 6.40 17.0 21.2 7.8 12.0 1088,3..0

19.9 89.3 38.7 2.0 7.9 20.0 17.7 7.5 12.4 1108.0

19.0 93.9 39.9 2,A 7.3 24.5 31.0 5.3 . 12.3 12250.0

402 4-388,



9

(VOODRIDGE 1-= JAMES MADISON JR)

PRINCE GEORGES COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

SCHOOL NAME

4

TABLE 4. . RELATION or ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS, WITH, NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLED *.

SKILL AREAS,

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL 'MATHEMATICAL TOTAL, - M

GRAOOPAVEKAGE AiER4GE, MARY- DIFFER..
.
AVERAGE, MARY- DIFFER.. AVERAGE . MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE

'
MARY- ,DIFFER

SAS GE

8000R1CGE 3 102.9 3.40
5. 102,5 4.60

-YORKTOWN 3 106.7 4.00
5 110.4 6.10

A DREW JACKSON JR' 7 95.2 6.30
9 92.4 7.70

.

ULCAIR JR IIIGH 7 110.6 7.70
9 109.5 .9.60

OLLTSVILLK JR HIGH 7 106.1 7.10
""". 9 105.8 8.90

BLN 0 POUL01SJR 96.9 6.90
95.3 6.10

BENd STDDDERT JR 7 100.5 6.40
9 95.3 8.30

4-

JENJ TAKER JR 7 108.2 7.40
9 .106.6 . 9.00

OLADENSUURv JR 7 97.5 b.20
9 92.2 7.60

BUCK LnDGE JR h/PH 7 107,3 7.10
9 107.3 9.20

*

CHARLES CARROL.), JR 7 100.7 6.70

9 100.8 8.60

'DAIGHT D LiSEWOVER 7 106.0 7.30
9 103.6 8.80

LUOENC BURROUGHS JR 7 107.3 7.40

. .

9 105.6 9.20

FRAN SCOTT KEY JR 7 100.9 6.10
9 97.8 7.70

FRED SASSCER JR 7 103.6 8.80.
9 94.0 8.10

G *ARUPIER SHUGART 7 100.2 6.50
9 '97.6 7.90

GLENRICGE JR HIGH 7 104 6.70
9 97 . 7.90

/

6NLENflELT JR HIGH 7 102.8 .7.01
9 101.2' 8.00

'GIWN4 PARK JR 7 96.2 6.60
9 96.7 8.20

0 t

HYATTSVILLE JR HI 7 98.7 6.50

r
9 100.1+

,
.

8.70

'JAMES MADISON JR 7 102.0 6.80
9 .90,2 8.00

ENCE LAND ENCE : LAND FNCE LAND EHCE

NORM GE NORM GE NORM ' GE NORM

r
3.75
5.46

-.35
-.66

3.60 3.81, ,

5.00\ 5.5r1
-.21
-.50

3.50
4.90

4.14
5.64

-.64
-.74 0

3.50
5.10

3.80
5.65

-.30
-.58 41

.../
.

3.99 +.01 4.00 4.06 -.06 4.20 4.37 -.17 4.00 4.01. -.01

6.05 .05 6.30 6.07 4.23 6.30 6.20 4.10 6.31) 6.23 +.07

6.26 '4.04 6.30 6.34 -,04 6.30 6.48 +.1P 6.70 6.56 ..14

7.64 +.06 7.60' 7.25 +.35 7.110 7.511 +.22 8.20 7.62 +.58

,

8.02 -.3? 7.70 7.95 .-.25 7.50 7.95 -.15 7.90 8.19 -.29

9.56 +.04 9.10 9.35 -.25 9.50 9.34 +.16 9.40 9.55 -.18

7.49 -.39 7.10 7.47 -.37 7.10 7.50 -.40 7.50 7.71

9.05 -.15 5.60 , eam -,25 5.40' 8.91 -.11 9.10 9.13 -.03

.6.46 -.06 6.80 6.53 4.27 6.70 6.65 +.05 6.50 6.76 +.04

7#94 ..16 8.10 7.61 .4.69 500 7.87 .13 8.20 7.96 4.24

6.59 +.99 6.50 6.92 -.42 6.70 7.00 -.30 5.50 17.16 -.36

5.00 ,.30 8.00 7.63 +.37 5.00 7.92 +4011 8.20 7.99 4.21

, 4

7.74 .c..34 7.50 7.69 -.19 7.40 7.71 -.31 7.50 /.93 -.13

9.22 +%22 8.80 8.99 ....19 9.20 9.03 +.17 9.20 9.24 -.04

o.......++1(

6.52 -.32 6,20 6.55 -.38 6.20 6.69 +.49 6.60 6.81 -.21

7.64 -.14 7.10 7.25 -.15 7%40 7.59 -.1Q 7.90 7.63* 4.27

7.58 -.48 7.30 7.57 ...27' 7.30 7.56 -.26 7.70 7.77 -.07

9.18 +.02 5,80 9.02 +.22 9.20 8.99 +.21 9.70 9.25., +.95

6.91 -.21 7.00 6.93 +.07 6.00 7.03 -.13 7.3n 7.17 4,13

0.56 +.04 5.20 5.28 -.05 5.70 5.43 +.27 8.60 8.55 +.02

.

7.40 -.10 7.50 7.41 +.09 7.50 7.39 -.09 7.40 7.58 -.18

8.77 ..03 5.40 5.56 -.16 5.50 , 8.60 -.10 8.70 8.81 -.11

7)..n :::g
7.60 7.61
8.50 8.88

-.01
-.OR

7.50
MOO

7.64
8.94

+.14
-.0%..

7..60
'9;10

4 7.56,
9.14

-.26
-.04

,

6.59 -.79 6.20 , 6.93 -.73 6.50 7.00 -.50 6.911 7.1* -.26

-n.20 ' -.50 7.50 ,, 7.91 -.41 ROO 8.11 -.11 8.10 R:23 -.13

7.23 -.43 6.80 "7.23 -.43 6.50 7.30 -.50 .7.10 7.49

7.95 +.15 5.00 7.53 4.47 5.00 7.89 +.11 8.70 7.91 4.79

6.81 -.31 6.70 6.85 -.15 6.60 6.92 '+.32 6.bn 7.06 -.26

8.19 -.29 7.00 7.87 -.87 a.no 8.08 ...00 5.00 5.19 -.19

.7.07 -.37 6.60 7.09 -.49 6.70 7.15 +.45 7.10 7.32 +.22.

5.26 -.36 7.90 7.93 -.03 7.00 5.15 '',...29 8.10 8.26 -.16

f.56,

7.10 -.10 7:a' 7,11 -.11 6.50 7.16 ...35 7.20 7.32 -.12

5.57 , -.57 7.50 8.30 -.60 8.30 8.43 .171 8.10 8.59, -.49

4.. )

6.39 +.21 6.70 .6.47 4.23 6.70 6.60 4.10 7.00 6.72 ..28

8m 4.14 7.80 7.78 4.02 8.10 7.99 +.11 8.40 8.11 4.29

.

6.67 4.13 6.70. 6.71 -.01 6.90 6.82 4.05 7.10 6.94 4.16

8.45 ..25 8.20 8.17 +.03 5.50 8.32 4.18 8.90 5.47 4,43
J

7.03 -.23 6.80 7.05 .-425 6.70 7.12 -.42 7.00 7.29 -.29

8.29 -.29 5.00 7.98 4.02 8.10 8.14 +.09 8.20 5.30 -.10

t 'SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERM'S USED AND EXPLANATION DP ASTERISK IS)

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES. 4-389 403



(WOODRIDGE *- JAMES MADISON JR )' .

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS BY '-SK ILLAREAS .WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*PRINCL GEORGES COUNTY

-. SCHOOL SYSTEM

SWILL AREAS

VOCABULARY READING COHPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTA11.
. .SCHOOL N4ME GRADE

WOODRIDGE 3-
5

AVERAGE AVERAGE

SAS GE

m

1049 3.40
102.6 4.80

YORKTOWN 3 106.7 4.00
5 110.4 6.10

.

ANDREW JACKSON JR 7 95.2 6.30
' 9 92.4 7.70"

.

DLLAIR Jk HIGH 7 110.6 7.70
9 109.5 9.60

ULLTSVILLL JR NIGH . 7 106.1 7.10
9 105.8 8.90

OLN U FOULJ1S .0. 7 96.9 6.40
.

a

9 95.3 8.10

SEW STODDECT JR 7 200.6 6.409 95.3 8.30

SENJ TASKER JR 7 108.2 7.40
9 106.6 9.00

DLAOENSOURv Jk 7 97.5 6.20
9 92.2 7.50

DUCK 1.00Ge JR AGM
. 7 107.3 7.10

* '''. 9 107.3 9.20
,

.

CHOLLA CAROOLL JR 7 100.7 6.10
.9 100.8 8.60

0810HT 0 EISENHOWER 7 106.0 7.30
9 103.6 8.80

EUGENE OUR4OHOHS J3 7 107.3 7.40
9 105.6 9.20

FRAN SCOTT KEY JR 7 100.9 6.10
9 97,6 7.70

FRED SASS.C.ER'JR 7 103.6 6.80
9 94.0 8.10

fI GARDNER .W04117 7 100.2 6.50
9 97.6 7.90

G14.111106E-JR HIGH 7 102.4 6.70
9 97.8 7.90

GRLENUFLT JR 4.1611 7 102.8 7.00
9 101.2 8.00

GYANH PARK JR ' 7 96.2 6.60
, 9 96.7 8.20

HVATTSVILLL JR HI '7 98.7 6,80
9 100.1 8.70

JANES MADISON JR 7 102.0 6.80
9 96.2 8.00

L SEE CHAPTER 4,. SECTION 4.10.2 FOR
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE
LAND ENCF
NORM GE

MARY- DIFFER- AVEPAOC MARY..
LAND. .ENCE LANO
MORM AE - NORM

. .

DIFFER.. AVERAGE
ENCE.

GE.

MARY.
LAND
NORM

3.73 -.33 360 3.79 -.19 3.40 4.13 .7..63 3.50 3,79S.39- ...59 5.00 5.45 -.45 4.90 5.62 ".072 5.10 5.65
-..,

3.97 .03 4.00 4.05 -.05 4.20 4.37 -.17 4.00 4.006.06 .04 6.30 6.08 :22 6.30 6.21 .00 6.30 6.23

6.29 .01 6.30 6.38 -.08 6.30 6.5\8 -.23 6.70 6.707.49 ,.21 7.60 7.31 4.29 7.n0 7.56 .24 8.20 7.67
.

7.94 -.20 7.70 7.92 -.22 7.40 7.89 -.09 7.90 8.139.45 4.15 9.10 .9.32 -.22 .9.40 9.25 25 * 9.40 9.53
,

7+49 ....39 7.10 .7.47 ....3.7 7.10 -7.49 ' -.39 7.50 7.72'9,03 ...13 8.60 8.88 -.28 8.80 8.88 ...OA' 9.10 9.12

A6.th -.OA 6.80 6.55 .25 6.70 6.68 4.02 6.80 6.867.83 4..27 8.10 7.65 4..45 8.00 7.85 4.15 8.20 7.98

6.90 -.50 6.50 6.94 ...44 6.70 73 -.33 6.807.83 .47 8.00 7.65 ',35 8.00 7.85 .15 8.40 7.98

7.72 -.3? 7.50 7.68 ...IR 7.40 7.68 -.24 7.80 7.919.12 -.12 8.80
4.94 -.18 0.20 8.96 .24 9.20 921

6.54 -.34 6.20 6.61 -.41 6.20 6.73 -..53 6.60 6.927.47 .03 7.10' 7.28 -.18 7.40 7.54 7.00 7.65

. .7.62 -.52 7.30 7.59 -.29 7.30 7.60 -.30 7.70 7.839.20 v00 6.60 9.06 .26 0.20 Ar9.03 .17 9.70 9.29

r .

4
6.89 -.19 7.00 6.93 K4.07 600 7.308.45 .15 8.20 8.29 ...id() 4:70

171..30,/

8.60 ;;;A

a7.47' -.17 7.50 7.46 .04 7.30 7.49 -.10 7.40 7.71' 41,74 .02 8.40 8.62 -.22 8.50- 8.67 -.17 8.70 8.89

7.62 -.22 4..60 '7.59 '.01 7.60 7.60 -.10 7.60 ( 7.839.00 .20 5.80 4.66 ...06 0.90 R.86 4.04 9.10 9.10
I

6.91 ...AI 6.20 6.95 -.75 6.80 7.03 -.53 6.00 7.234.11 -..41 7.50 7.94 -.44 8.00 8.09 -.09 8.10 8.26

.

1

7,21 -.41 6.80 7.22 -.42 6.00 7.27 ...47 7.10 7.987.68 #.4? 4.00 7.49 .51 4.90 7.72 s28 MO 7.84

6.84 ...14 6.70 ,6.88 -.181 6.60 6.97 .37 . 6.A0 7.170.09 -.19 7.00 7.92 -.92 8.00 0.07 -.07 8.00 8.23

7.08 -.38 6.60 7.10 -.50 6,.70 ' 7.17 -..47 7.10 7.373.11 -.21 7.90 7.94 -.04 7.90 4.09 ...In 8.10 8.26.

.

7.12 .0,2 7.00 7.14 -.14 6.40 7.2% -.40 "7.20 7.41
8.501 -.50 7.5U 8.34 -.84 6.30 8.43 -.13 8.10 8.63

6.40 .20
7.99 .21

6.70
7.80

6.48 .22
7.81 -.01

6.70 6.62.
4.10 7.98

.08

.12
'7.00
8.40

6.89
8.14

4

6.67 .13 6.70 6.73 -.03 6.90 6.84 .06 7.10 7.638.37 4%33 8.20 8.21 -.01 8.80 8.32 #18 8.90 A.51

7,04 -.24 6.80 7.06 . 6.70 7.13 .43 7.00 7.34.
8.16 -.16 4.00 7.99 .01 6.10 8.13 -.03 8.20 8.30

DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EM PLANATION OF ASTERISK 1*1 4

4-390

DIFFER..
'EMCE

t,

...29

-.55

s. .00
.07

.00

.53

-.23
-.13

422
-.02

.

-.06
4.22

...42

.22

-.11
-.01

-.32
4.25.

-.13'
.41

::g3

41;

. -.31
-.19

4.00

4.66 *

-.37
-.23

-.27 '

-.16

-.21
-.53

4.20 ;
.26.

4.07
.39.

...34



(JOHN HANSEN JR - SURRATTSVILLE JR)

O

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL - COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCESPROFILE*

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
PERCENT PERCENT

PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN
TOTAL AVERAGE .

AVERAGE YEARS STAFFGRADE' SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER' DISAD- EDUCA.- FAMILYORGANI- ENROLL-. STAFF ATTEN- DEGREE VAN- TION OF INCOMETEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.
2ATION RENT RATIO DANCE OR AIDV ',AGED MOTHER ($)

SCHOOL NAM/ (1) (2) (3) 1.4) (5) \,(6) (7) (81 (9). (101 (11) C121

JOHN HANSEN JR HI 7 -9 1149 19.6 93.9 56.5 2.0 7.4 16.0 25.6 3.3 12.4 12855.0

KENMOOR JR 7 -9 869 18.8 90.0 44.3 240 7.4 16.7 19.4 5.4 12.4- 12515.0

4
KENT JR HIGH 7-9 952 16.3 90.6 55.5 3.0. 7.4 21.0 21.4 5.7 12.5 13144.0

LAUREL JR HIGH 758 19.4 94.4 36.0 3.0 103 23.0 23.1 6.4 12.3 11897.0

LORD.IALTIMOR5 JR 7+9 '1002 18.1 .95.2 53.4 2.0 et3 19.0. 28.5 3.2 12.6 14310.0

M LUTHER KINGI.OR. 7'-9 . 198 18.7 94.3 46.0 2.0 9.0 28.0 27.1 3.8 12.6 13466.0

MARY M METH:UNE JR 7 -9 866 18.0 89.1 46.0 2.0 7.7 140' 20.8 7.7 %2.5 k 12679.0

MT, RAINIER JR HI 7 -9 648 17.1 87.7 36.0 2.0 8.8 14.5 18.4 4.11. 12.0 9873.0

NICHOLAS OREH JR '1-.9 1.53 17.3 93.2 41.5 2.0 8.2 20.3 19.5 342 ,22.4 12721.0'..
1

OXON HILL JR 843 19.4 93.3 . 41.5 2.0 8.1 24.5 27.6 6.0 12.6 14672.0

ROBERT GODDARD JR 7 -9 1110 18.8 91.4 56.0 3.0 8.2 19.3 23.7 6.8 12.4 12321.0

ROGER I TANEY JR 7-1 1080 1843 94.0 56.0 3.0 9.1 18.9 33.9 4.1 12.5 14306.0

1,OLLINGCREST JR HI 7 -9 719 18.6 90.9 36.6 2.0 11.6 21.7 35.2 3.9 12.3 10874.0

SAMUEL OGLE JR HI 7 -9 1367, 15.9 93.8 69.2 3.0 8.8 22.0 33.5 '.1.2 12.8 14855.0

SPAULDIND JR HIGH 7 -9 795 18.9 89.9 40.0 2.0' 18.2 28.0 23.8 7.3' 12.3 11870.0

STEPHEN DECATUR 7 -9 728 16.9 96.0 41.0 . 2.0 9.2 29.0 20:9 3.9. 12.4 14185.04

SUITLAND JR HIGH 7^9 754 1808 93.9 38.1 2.0 8..6 17.0 274 7.2 12.3 11232.0

SURRATTSVILLE JR 914 18.7 94.0 47.0 2.0 10.7 17.3 36.7 2.3 12.3 13920.0

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION MF TERMS.

G
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(JOHN HANSEN JR --SURRATTSVILLE JR)

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT 'TO MARYLAWNORMS,-BY SKILL'

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATIStICt LLy

CONTROLLED*
PRINCL GEORGES COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

SKILL AREAS

VOCAPULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE letAL

IT

ATHEMATICAL TOTAL

SCHOOL NAME GRAUE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY+ OIFFFR- AVERAGE MARY.. OI%ER- AVERAGE MARY..

A., LAND ENCE LAND ENCE LAND

SAS GE NORM GE NORM OE
9

NORM
6

JOHN HANS6 JH HI 7 105.1 7.20 7.36 -.16 7.40 7.36 4.04 7.10

9 104.4 1.50 0.91 -.11 8.20 5.70 -.50 6.50

KENMOOR 4R 7 98.5 6.10 6.67 6.00 6.71 6.30
9 44.9 7.70 7.99 -.29 7.30 7.60 -.30 7.70

KLNT JR MANI 7 101.6' 6.40 7.01 -.61 6.70 7.02 '..32 6.60
9 98,6 8.20 0.36 -.16 7.80 5.04 ...24 8.10

1.4oRtl JR AIGH 7 108.5 A. 7.60 7.69 -.09 7.50 7.6t -.17 7.50

9 107.6 r9.10 9.15 -.65 8.90 -9.05 -.15 8.90

1.60D JALT1mORE JR 7 110.4 7.60 7.96 -.36 7.70 7.90 -.20 7.60

9 107.4 9.50 9.25 4.02 8.70 9.06 -.35 9.20
.

.

M LUTHER KING, JR 7. 195.6 7.10 7,43 -.33 7.50 7.41 -.11 7,30 i

9 103.6 5.8p ' 8.67 -.07 5.90 5.61 4.29 6.R0

MARY M IMMUNE JR 7 102.4 6.60 7.00 -.25 7.00 7.09 -.09 6.9
9 180.7 8.30 6.55 -.25 7.90 8.26 ...36 11.40N\

MT RAINIER JR UI 7 96.3 6.00 6,37 -.37 6.10 6.45 ' -.35 6.30

III '

9 95.8 7.60 7.92 -.32 7.20 7.65 -.145 t7.60

NICHOLAS OREM JR 7 103.5 6.60 7.20 -.40 6.90 7.20 -,30 6.90

9 102.1 . 8.40 4465 1'.2I1 8.00 5.45 -.43 5.20,

()ion HILL JR 7 107.9 7,50 7.71 -.21 7.50 7.67 ...II 7.60

9 105.9 9.20 9.16 4.04 9,00 5.92 4:05 , 8.90

ROBERT GOOJAAD JR 7 104.6 6.60 7.30 -.70 6.70 . 7.30 --c60 6.60'

9 100,2 8.40 6.45 *OA '6.00 8.20 +.20 6.30

i

ROGER A TAAEY JR 7 1105.6 7,30 7.46 -.16 7.40 ' 7.44 -.04 7.40

9 104.5 9.00 4,03 -.03 11.30 5.75. -.45. 5,40

. . .
.

.

RuLLINRCRLST JR NI 7 101.7 6.70 6.95 -.25 6.70 6:99 -.29 OtAck
9 99.4 5.50 5.32 +.15 6.00 5.07 -.0.7 ,e.46'

SONUEL OGLE JO HI 7 109.4 7.60 7.56 -.26 7.50 7.81 -.31 7.60

9 105.4 9.20 , 9.16 4.04 9.00 0470 4.10.. 9.20

SPAULDING-JR HIGH 7 96.0 6.00 -6.40 -.40 6.00 6%46 -.46 0.30
9 97.6 7.90 6.23 ...33, '7.80 7.92 -.12 5.10

1 k

STLPHLU DECATUR 7 106.3 7.10 7.20 7.sa '..,=.31 7.40

9 102,6 1.70
7.54

:.11 5.20 5.64 -.54 5.70

SUITLAWJR HIGH 7 96.1 6.00 6.38 ..36 6.20 6.45 25 , 6.30

9 94.4 7.40 7.57 -.47 7.10 7.51 -.41 . 7.60
0

SUIIMATIISCLLE JR 7 106.0 7.40 7.50 ' 7.60 7.46 0.12 1.50

9 106.2 4.00 0.19 .14 6.10 8.95 -.25 8.90

7.39
5.75

6.84
7.91 '

7.11
5.26

7.63
8.97

7.55
9.09'

7.44
5.70

7:16
8.42

6.560
7.86

7.25
8.54-

7.69
5.97
Ca

7033 '"
8.36'

7.49
5.56

7.03
8.21

7.50
8.97

6.61
8.13

1:00
5.67..

6.59
7.50

7.52
0.97

(0,1

'DIFFER. AV RAGE
ENCE

E

(29 7.1
-.25 9.2

. .54 6.80
7.80

.51 6.90
*.16 8.40

..,,D3 5.10
-07 9.40

-.25 f'5.10
4.11 c,, 9.30

-.34 . 7.6 ..,
4.10 9.00

-.26 '7.20'
.0.02 5.60

-.26 650.
-.26 7.506

.**35 ' 740
.3.04 8.70

-.09 111-00

-.07 9.10

..73 7.10 0

-.06 s.sp.
.

-.09 7.60
r.06 96P10

-.13 6.410
4.19- 8.40

4.00 7.-90
+.23 9.30

-.31 6.50
4.07 840

..10, 7.50
4.03 9.00

.6.29 6.50
-.20 7.50

-.02 5.00
-.07 9.60,-

MARY...

LAND-
NORM

.
7.58
,8.95

6.96
7.96

7.27
8.36

7.57-
9.26

6,13
9.52

.

7.64
Odle

7.32
-5.56,

"6.611

7.97

7.43
5.71,

7.91
9.17

7.52
8.50 -

7.69
9.05

7.19
8.37

0.03
9.16

6.71
8.24

7.77
8.53'

).

6.69
7,87

7.73
9.1.9

DIFFER
ENCE

4.02
4,26'

-.16
r.16

.37
+.04

.25
4.14

-.05
-,02

-..04
4.12"

4.09

4.12
.17

-43.
-.01

4.09
-.07

....42

4.00

-,09
.05

-.39
4,03

4.14

-.21
-....14

-.27
4.17

.,19
-.0.7.

.

4.27
4.41

-

o

7;,.

SEE CHAPTER 40 SECTION'4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OP ASTERISK
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE', SCORES.
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(JOHN HANSEN'JR - SURRATTSVILCE JR)

TABLE 5. RELATIOW"OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH' NONVERBAL ABILITY AND. SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED

Pulucc oeonocS COUNTY
50100L SYSTEM

VOCARULARY

SCHOOL NAME GRAUE AVERAGE AVCRAGL MARY-
LANG

SAS GE NORM .

SKILL AREAS

REAPING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

CIFFRn. AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- 01#FFR- AVERAGE MARY- 'DIFFER-E.CE LAND ENCE LANG ENCE LAND ENCEGE , NORM RE NORM GE NORM

J0041 HANSC4 JR 111 7 105.1 7.20 7.36 -.IA 7.40 7.37 .03 7.10 ,7.4I -.31 7.60 7.62 -.029 104.4 8.40 A.67 -.07 6.20 8.72 -.52 6.40 8.74 -.24 4.20 6.97 123

KENMOOR JR 7 90.5 6.10 6.65 -.55 6.00 ).71 -.71 4 6.10 6.62 -.52 6.613 7.01 -.219 94.9 7.70 7.78 -.06 7.30 7.60 -.30 7.70 7.41 -.11,, 7.60 7.94 -.14

KENT JP HIL., 7 101.6 ..h.40 6.99 -.50 6.70 "7.02 432 6.60 7.10 -.50 6.90 7.30 -.409 90.6 '0-.20 6.20 .on 700 6.o4 -.24 6.10 0.17 -.07 4.40 6.34 .06
LAUREL JR .110H 7 1014.5 7.60 7.75 -.15 7.60 7.71 -.21 7.30 7.71 -.41 8.10 7.94 .169 107.6 9.10 9.23 -.f3 R.90 ' 9.09 -.19 6.00 9.06 -.16 9.40 9.32 4.08

LORO UALTLWAL JR 7 110.4 7.60 7.96 -.36 7.70 7.90 -.2n 7.60 7.87 -.27 8.10 8.12 -.029 107.4 9.30 9.21 ..09 8.70 9.07 -.37 9.20 9.04 .16 9.30 9.30 .00

M LUTHER KING. JR. 7 105.6 7.10 7.43 -,31 7.30 7.42 -.12 7.10 7.45 -.35 7.60 7.67 -.079 103.6 6.110 4.70 .02 6.90 8.62 .28 6.60 0.67 .13 9.00 5.69 4.11

MARY 14 BETHUNE JR 7 102.4 6.60 7.0(1 6201 7400 7.10 -.In 6.90 7.17 -.27 7.20 7.37 -.179 100.7 8.30 1.44 .14 7.90 8.26 -.38 P.40 6.38 .02 8.60 6.57 .03

MT RAND-H.4R HI 7 96.3 6.00 6.41 .01 6.10 12.49 -.39 6.10 .6.63 -.33 6.40' 6.61" -.01.
9 95.8 7.60 7.410 -.26 7.20 7.71 -.51 7.60 7.90 -.30 700 m.04 -.24

.

NICHOLAS 0,404 JR 7
9

103.5
102.1

6.60
8.40

7.20
A.60

-.40
-.20

6.90
8.00

7.21
8.45

-.31
-.45

6.00
6.206

7.26
4.52

-.36
-02

7.30
6.7n

7.47
8.72

-.17
-.02

OXON HILL JR 7 107.9 7.50 7.60 -.14 7.50 7.65 -.15 7.60 7.65 -.05 11.00 7.86 .129 lu5.9 9.20 9.04 .16 900 8.89 .11 6.00 0.69 .01 9.10 . 9.14 -.04
.

0 'ROuERT 00u,AMO JR 7 104.6 6.60 ' 7.32 -.72 6,70 7.32 -.62 6.6n 7.36 -.76 7.10 7.58 .,-..489 100.2 8.40 6.39 .01 6.00 8.12 -.22 600 8.33 -.03 800 0.52 -.02

ROuEll 9 7A oEy JR 7 7.30 7.43 -.13 7.40 ' 7.42 -.02 7.40 7.45 7.67 -.079 4. 9.00 6.91 4.04 6.30 8.77 -.47 8.60 6.76 9:11 9.02 .na

ROLLHAICRLYT JH Hi 7 101.7 6.70 7.00 -.10 6.70 7.03 -.37 6.00 7.10 -.2n 6.60 7.31 -.519 99.4 3.50 P.29 .21 4.00 8.13 -.13 6.40 8.25 .15 8.40 3.43 -03
.

SAA'UEL 06LE *04 H1 7 109.4 7.60 7.45 -.25 7.50 7.80 -.30 7.60 7.79 01 7.90 6.02 -.129 105.8 9.20 9.03 .17 9.00 0.68 .12 9.20 6.88 .32 9.30 9.12 .18

SPAULO1NG JR HIGH 7 96.0 6.00 6.34 -.30 6.00 6.46 -.46 6.10 6.60 -.3n 6.5c 6.76 -.289 97.8 700 6.11 -.21 7.60 7.94 -.14 8.20 8.09 .11 6.10 0.26 -.16

STEPHEN ULLATUa 7 106.3 7.10 7,51 -.41 7,20 7.49 ...29 7.40 7.51 -.1i 7.50 7.74 -.249 102.6 8.70 8.66 04 8.20 4.51 -.31 '4.70 8.57 .11 9.00 6.78 .22
SUITLA"0 J14 MGM 7 96.1 6.00 6.39 -.39 6,20 6.47 -.27 6.30 6.61 -.31 6.50 6.79 -.2.99 94.4 7.40 7.72 -.32 7.10 7.54 .44 7.60 7.76 -.16 7.60 7.40 -.09

1

SURRATTSVILLE JR 7 106.0 7.40 7.47 -.07 7.60 7.46 .14 7.50 7.49' .01 5.00 7.71 .299 106.2 9.00 9.97 -.07 6.70 0.93 -.23 6.00 6.92 -.02 9.60 9.17 .43
SEE CHAPTER 4. SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 140
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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(THOMAS JOHNSON JR WILLIAM WIRT JR)
.3

TABLE 3. -SCHOOL LEVEL--COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCESPROFILE*

-

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
PERCENT

.

PERCENT
PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN ,

TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS STAFF"GRADE
ORGANI-
ZATION

SCHOOL
ENROLL-
MENT

PUPIL/
STAFF
RATIO

DAILY.,
ATTEN-.
DOW

TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S
DEGREE

OR ABOVE

DISAD-
VAN-

TAGED

EDUCA-
TION OF
MOTHER '

,FAMILY
INCOME
(S)

TEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.SCHOOL NAME (1) (2) (3) (4) : (5) (6) (7) (6) (9) (10) (11) (12)

THOMAS JOHNSON JR
7'"91/4 . .987 17.9 93.6 52.0.

THOMAS PULLEN JR 7-9 937 19.1 94.2 47.0

WALKER MILL' JR 7-9 830 17.7 90.6 45.0

WILLIAM WIRT JR 7-9 899 20.13 56.8 43.0

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERNS.

3.0 5.9 17.3 2505 2.9 12.4 13753.0

2.0 5.4 17.0 10.4 6.5
. 12.4 13700.0

2.0' 8.1 25.0 31.9 7.2 '12.2 11574.0

2.0 10.1 23.O 26.7 7.1 12.2 10735.0

:Xs
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(THOMAS JOHNSON JR - WILLIAM WIRT JR1

-TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS-; WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLED*
PRIM!: GEORGES county
SCHOOL SYSTEM

VOCABULARY

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE

SAS GE

THOMAS JOHNSON JR 7 107.5 7.10
9 100.1 8.60

THOMAS PULLEN JR 7 106.6 7.00

9 103.6 4.60

HALLER MILL JR 7 100.6 6.40
9 95.8 6.20

VILLIAu MINT JR 7 101.9 6.70
9 94:6 7.80

SKILL AREAS

REAOING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MIONENATICAL TOTAL

MARY..
LANO
NORM

OlFeEW. AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

MARY...

LANO
NORM

4

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

, GE

MARV...

LANO
NORM

OIFFFR- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

MARY4.'
LANG
NORM

,

Writ..
ENCE

7.69 -.54 7.20 7.61 191 7.10 7.62 ..52 7.70 7.65 .15

6.56 .,06 6.50 6.23, 4.27 6.30 ev.63 -.A3 6.70 6.55 4.15

7.55 -.55 6.60 7:52 -.92 6.90 7.55 ...65 7.60 7.76 -.16

6.60 -.06 7.40 . 8.63 -1.23 8.50 6.73 8.50 8.91 ...41

6.86 -.46 6.50 6.90 -.40 6.70 6.98 ....2A 6.90 7.13 -.23

8.40 -.20 7.80 8.14 -..34 8.30 A.29 A 4.01 8.30 8.44 .14 .

6.97 -.27 6.70 '7.01 -.31 6.80 7.05 -.25 7.00 7.22 -.22

7.86 -.06 7.20 7..52 -.32 7.30 7.79 -.29 8.00 7.67 4.13

SEE CHAPTER 40 SECTION
4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 01

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

1
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A

.1

( THOMAS' JOH

TABLE'S.

WINCE. GEUNGES C0UNTY.
SCHOOL SysrEm

JR-4 WILLIAM WIRS JR.):

AitION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUSiISTICALY CONTROLLED*

SKILL APEAS

VOCA/RIE.APY READING COMPREHENSION '
.. .

MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER*
LAND ENCE LAND ENCE
NORM GE NORM

.,

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE

SAS GE

THOMAS JOH660N JR 7 1-07.5 7.10
9 100.1 8.60

THOMAS PULLEN JR 4_,
r 106.6 7.00
9 103.6 8.80 6.70

WALKER MILL Jr 7 100.6 6.40
9 4.99

'
11 8.20

wiLL1Am INT.JR 1 401;9 6.70
9 94,6 7.80

LANGUAGE DOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER*
LAND ENCE LAND ENCE

GE NORM GE NORM

7.64 ...54 . 7,20 7.61 -.41. 7.10
8.37 .23 8.50 8.21 .2q 8.30

4.

7.54 -.54 '', 6.60 7.52 .92,609G
..02 7,40 8.62 -1.22 t.0040

6.88 ...An 6,56 1 6.92 -.42 c 800
5.34 -.141 7.80 8.18 -.38 8.30

7.02 -.32 6.70 7.05 -.35 60401,7.75 ..' 0 7.20 7.56 -.36 7.50
g

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 411.2 FOR DEFINITIONS
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

2

6

7.62 -.52 7.70 7.85 ..15
": . 8.32 ..02 8.70 . 8.51 .19

7.54
6.67

-.64
-.11

7.60
8.80

\' 7.76
11,60

-.16
,439

7.01' -.31 6.90 7.21 -.*E.31
8.29 AI 8:160 8.41 -ix?

7.14. -.32 7.00 7.33 -.53
7.76. ..28 8.00 7.01 01

OF TERMS USED AND 4XPLANATION
ASTERISK (0)

e

1 O.

4-398
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LOCAL SCHOOL SYSTEM LEVEL -- ACCOUNTABILITY ASSESSMENT'INFORMATION

4.18' QUEEN ANNES COUNTY

School System Goals, and Objectives

A. General. The primary goal of our educational system in

Queen Anne's County is to develop well-rounded independent learners.
With the continuing explosion of knowledge we cannot provide
sufficient information to last a lifetime; instead education must
acquaint students with' the structure of all the disciplines and equip
them with the skills 'to become independent learprs., We feel we are
morally meeting this obligation as evidenced by the results of our
continuing evaluation of our educational programs.

Recently throughout the county there has been an increase
in the emphasis on the application of an industrial yardstick to the
educational system, that of "being accountable for one product..."

This yardstick application came into being as a result of a.
credibility gap that seemed to be growing between the concept of what
constitutes the successful completion of high-school and what was
actually being "produced ". As a result of the continued emphasis
on this "gap", the accountability bill, Article 77; Seotion 28a, Senate.

Bill 166 was introduced by Senator Blount and gained ample support
necessary, for passage.

411
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In order for.the'legislators and the chief State
school officers c) comply with this Bill and to be able tomake' decisions on.a State-wide level, there was a need to
obtain nformation that was _uniform throtghput the State. It
lb.:emphasized here that each county withintheState of Maryland -had alWays assessed,its educational program; however, their
assessment' techniques and criteria were unique.' The county':assessment piograms were selected to meet thespecific'heeds,ofeach county.

With, the advent Of the Atcountability Bill, it has Isbecome necessary for the State tbdevelop goals and to be able,to present.information to the legislative body.on the attainmentof these goals This requirement necessitated the development ofa uniform assessment program.throughout the,State.. To facilitate.
the implementation of this requirement for uniformity, the
accountability program "built upon theSimiIatitles.already ineffect throughout Maryland. .Seventeennof the twenty-four systemswere already using ,the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills; therefore, theState advisory council recommendede4that the 4TBSbe used as the,
instrument,to provide the required infOrmation.tothe legislature.Although theacceptance of this recommendation placed the ITBSj.nthe position of being the uniform measure to be used thrOughout
theoState, it is by no means to be interpreted as the Only measureto)pe used or that is,currently being used at the county level asa measure ,of achievement. The scores reported herein repreSentthe results of this testing program; however, they represent onlyone of, a multitude of assessmentcriteria employed to'measure how
successful our county has been in attaining the goals set forthby both the State and the county.

Five general gbals which have beeh validated by Maryland
citizens by the 1973 educational needs and goal validation studieshave been identified'for Maryland students by the Maryland State,Board of Education. As one part of these 'five general goals,
specific goals have been developed in the areas of'reading, writing,and mathematics. These goals indicate the minimal level of skillsthat should be attained by every student completing these programsin the public school systems of Maryland. The attainment of thesemimimA.levels of skills also represents the ability to apply the
skills to everyday life!

,B. Goal SettiAg ActivitiQs. Based upon ,these goals-)--a11 ofthe educatoka throughout'Queen Anne's County met ih a series of
workshops, building-level meetings, and committee meetings duringthe year 1973-74 and developed the specific goals that the county
students, could be expected to obtain in the areas of reading, writing,.and mathematics.

0
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C. Queen Anne's County School System Goals. Based upon
the State-wide goals in reading, writing, and mathematics, adopted
by the Maryland, State Board of Education, Queen Anne's County
has developed the following Local System Goals:

In Reading, each Queen Anne's County student according
to his needs and upon the successful completion of his reading
program should be able to:

1.A. Identify his own purposes for using print and
nonprint materials.

1.B. Locate a variety of print and nonprint materials,.

1.C,. Select reading materials at his%independent
reading level.

2.A. Apply a system for recognizing,* propounding
and determining the appropriatemeaning of words.
This sytem may include picture, context, structural,

phonic and.authority cues.

2.B. Increase and correctly employ his sight vocabulary.

3.k. Determine the intent of the communication.

3,B. Pose a variety of questions which cause him to
think literally, critically and creatively about
written materials,and find suitable answers to

these questions in that material.

4.A.. Follow directions.

4,.B. Locate references.

4.C. Gain information.

4.D. Use forms.

5.A. Find and select reading materials appropriate
to his interest.

5.B.. Read for personal reasons.



tfi
f3

3

In Writing, each student9according to his needS
and upon the successful Ampletion of his writing program
should be able to:

91.A. Redord his thoughts and feelings for his own
use, observing accepted conventions of writing;,,
form, usage, end mechanics. .'

1.B. Communicate his thoughts and feelings to
others;' observing accepted conventions of
writing: fqrm, usage, and mechanics.

2.A. Write in a social situation, observing accepted
conventions of writing: rhetoric, style,
organization, form, and mechanics.

2.B: Write in'a business or vocational situation,
obServing accepted conventions of wwriting:.
rhetoric, style,:organiiation, form, and mechanics.

r^

2.C. Write in a scholastic situation, obServing accepted
. conventions of writing: rhetoric, style, organization,

form, and mechanics.

3.A. Write to fulfill personal and social needs.

3.B. Obtain satisfaction frot writing.
(-1

In Mathematics, each Queen Anne's County student
according to his needs and upon the successful completion of his
mathematics program should be. able to:

. 0

1.A. Demonstrate the
definitions.

1.B. Demonstrate the
symbols.

ability to recall mathematical

ability to identify mathematical

1.C. Demonstrate the ability to recall mathematical'facts.

2.A. Demonstrate the ability to perform the operations of
addition, subtraction, multiplication, and division.

2.B. Demonstrate the'ability to use graphs, charts,
tables and measuring instruments.

2.C. Demonstrate the ability to perform algebraic
manipulations.

ti

2.D. Demonstrate the ability to make geometric
'constructions and perform geometrib manipulations.

414.
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. 3.B.

-3.C,

3.E.

Demonstrate an understanding of the concepts
associated with place values, number systems,'
sets, whole numbers, fraftions, decimals,
percent, ratio, proportion, and measurement.

- n
Demonstrate an understanding of the process
and,properties of addition, subtraction;
multiplication, and division.

Demonstrate'an uriderstanding of the,00noepts
associated with the use of graphs, charts-,

tables, and measuring' instruments.

Demonstrate an understanding of
geometric concepts.

Demonstrate the ability to make
types of translations:

verbal to mathematical
mathematical to verbal
mathematical to mathematical
mathematical to physical
physical to mathematical
verbal to verbal

algebraic and

the

0,

follOwing°

.1

4.A. Demonstrate-the ability to solve ai word problem.

4.B. Demonstrate the ability to select the facts, skills,

procedures, and sequence needed to solve.a
particular problem.

5.A.

5.B.

6.4.

Demonstrate the ability to recognize, 'in a given

situation, the existence of a problem,'state it
formally, list the hypothesis And state if it has

a unique solution.

Demonstrate the ability to use mathematical reason
and processes to solve problems related, to personal

an4 societal needs.

Recognize the contributions that mathematics makes

to society.

6.B. Recognize the application of mathematics to his

day-to-day experiences.

Demonstrate an appreciation of mathematics by
participating inithe study of matheMatics beyond

that which is required.

415
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D. Objective Settinq Activities. During this school
year 1974-75, each school.is engaged in producing school-level
objectives in accord with the goals listed above. ,These'
objectives are specific enough to allow the building level
administrator/teacher to assess the student's ability to perform
the taskS specified and to determine the need for additional
training q. Specific assedsment of this nature will allow the
curriculum leaders to further analyze programs. Within the county
to ensure that each student has been proyided With the skill
necessary to enable him to achieve the goals set.forthcabove.

E. Comments on the Accountability Assessment Program Results.In compliance with'the State accountability program 'and in
accordance with the guidelines set forth in the accountability
handbook developed by the State, the Iowa Tests of Basic Skillsand the Cognitive Abilities test were administered this pastSpring to the students throug4out Queen Anne's County in grades3, 6, 7, 9. Since this was a'new form of the prBS, we cannot
legitimately use the results obtained this year to compare our
progress in relation to the-results obtainecrin past years. In
addition, the State department mathematically combined the results
of an Urbanetics study, which providestigioeconomic data; with
the results of the Cognitive This treatment gave4
eacho county a score that indicates a ,retaistic prediction4of where
the students in each* school and grade level should achieve in
relation to the skill areas tested. These "base line" data will
provide our'county with the infOrmation necessary to compare our
progress in te'lation to the students throughout the State with
similar environment and intelligence in approximately the same
size schools.

Upon analysis of the results of the predicted level of
the educational achieVement and. its relationship to the actual
level of educational achievement obtained by the students of Queen
Anne's County, we find that our students are scoring in accordance
With this prediction. These results support our belief in the
stability of the educgtional system at all levels within the.
county. It is also-noted that sed upon our own program assessment,
we provided additional mathematical expertise to analyze and
strengthen our math program at the beginning of this dchool year1974-75. While the results of our math'scores on the ITBS were not
significant in themselves, they do support this decision to'begin
additional .concentrated assessment in math, to ascertain if our
program is sufficient in providing the skills necessary to obtain
the gdals set forth by the schools, the County, and the State.

416
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Since these data represent an entirely new process

and since the students in grades 3, 5, 7, and-9 represent
-distinctly different gioups of students, it will be necessary

to wait.twq years for a comprehensive analysis of our programs.

At this time the results of this subsequent testing will give

our, school system a better indication of the need for program

changes. Meanwhile,, we will continue, to analyze the evaluations,

of our county's educational program to be able to insure quality

of education for our. students,

417
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QUEEN ANNE'S COUNTY

r

TABLE 1. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL'RESOURCES PROFILE*

A. COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS

(1)

TOTAL
POPULATION .

4 (2)
. t

MEDIAN
, FAMILY .

INCOME

(3)."

PERCENT
,DISADVANTAGED -

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
1409422

a
, $6,210 29.4

(4)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
MALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

(5)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
FEMALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

9.5 10.6

B. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPTEMBER 197k)

ti

(6)

TOTAL
SCHOOL

ENROLLMENT

(7)

AVERAGE
TEACHER
SALARY

(8)

.AVERAGE
ADMINISTRATOR

SALARY

19/

AVERAGE
YEARS W

TEACHING
EXPERIENCE

I

(10)

AVERAGE
YEARS

ADMINISTRATOR
EXPERIENCE ,

4,651 $9.451 $16,624 6.0. 19.9.

(11)

PERCENT STAFF
MASTERS DEGREES

OR ABOVE

(12)

SCHOOL LEVEL
PUPIL/STAFF

RATIO

(13')

PERCENT
AVG. DAILY
ATTENDANCE

16.8 18.9 93.4

C. FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972.-1971 SCHOOL YEAR)

(14)

TOTAL
.

PER PUPIL
COST

(15)

PER TUPIL.
INSTRUCTIONAL

COSTS

(16)

PERCENT
EXPENSES

A),LOTTED JO
INSTRUCTION

(17)

PER PUPIL,
ADMINISTRATIVE
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

COSTS
$910.62 $647.91 71.2 $15.32

tui
PERCENT EXPENSES *

ALLOTTED TO ,.
ADMINISTRATION
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

(19)

PER PUPIL
PUPIL PERSON*
NEL SERVICES

.COSTS

(20)

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

PUPIL PERSONNEL
SERVICES .

1.7 $4.40 0.5

*SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS-AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE.
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QUEEN ANNO$:COUNTY O

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE),

AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENTGRADE EQUIVALENCE).,
BY SKILL AREAS.

e

SKILL
AREAS,

(II

GRADE

(2/

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLED*

(3)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED**

..,

(4)

NUMBER OF
.SCHOOLS
TESTED

(0
AVERAGE
STANDARD
AGE
SCORE
(SAW

(6)

', STANDARD
DEVIATION

t (SD)

(7)

AVERAGE
GRADE

''' EQUIVALENCE
(GE)tt

. -' (8)
'

STANDARD'
DEVIATION

(SD)

111

%I

VOCI ABULARY

.!.

3 355
'''

95.77 5

A

9840 14.2$ 3.33, 1.04

5 385 96.10 . 5 99.1 15.39 4.11$ 1.50

7
s....

350 97.71 3 99.3 '.A5.34 110.54 1.71

.

370 $9.46 I 97.1 1110.14 +-
1.

8.1$ 2.07

(2)

READING
COMPRE
HENSION

3 355 95.77
1

5 MO 14.21 3.33 1.12

5 315 96.10 5
-a

991 . 15.39

.

5.1$ 1.44

7 350 97.71 3
...

99.3 15.34 6.78 t 1.57

9 370 89.46 i

,

97.1 16.14 8.32 1.92

(3)

SPELLING

P

3 355 95.77 98.0 54.2111 '3.95 1.33

5 185
4

96.10 5 99.1 15.39 5.32 I.62

7 350 97.71 3 99.3 15.34 6.95 .
1.96

9 370 89.46 1 07.1 16.14 8.35 2.37,
4

4)

CAPITAL-
IZATION.

.

. 3.55 95.77 5 1 96.0 14.28 , 3.84 1.27

5 385 96
1

40 5 ', .99.1
.

15.39 5.51 1.,51 1

7 350 97.71 3 99.3. 15.34 7.15 1.99

9 370 89.46 I 97.1 16.14 8.36 2439

NCTUATION

3 355 95.77 5 98.0 14.28 4.02 1.36

5 385 96.10 .

c

.

99.1 15.39 5.42 1.53

7

.-

350 97.71 3

.

99.3 15.34 6 93 1.94

370
. ,

'59.46 I 07.1 16.14 . $.29 2.40 .

OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.

UMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974- DIVIDED BY NUMBER

CLASSES.]

9/30/73, .EXPREOED AS A PERCENTAGE.

ANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM CO6VITIVE ABILITIES TEST. NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, I97I'EDITION.

.E MEANS FOR THE. NATIONAL NORM GROUPFOR GRADES .3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 1001 NATIONAL SD 16.

4

RADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED' FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, I97, EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE

ATONAL NORM GROUP FOR GAPES 3, 5, 7, AND-9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.701.40 VARYING SLIGHTLY

OR EACH SKILL AREA.
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QUEEN. ANNE'S COUNTY

TABLE.2. NONVERBAL ABILITY '(AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE),
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),

.

BY SKILL AREAS

at

(CONTINUED).

SKILL
-AREAS

(11

GRADE '

(2)

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLED *

(3)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED **

(4)-

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

STANDARD

(51
AVERAGE

AGE
SCORE
(SAS) +

. (6)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(7)

AVERAGE--
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
(GE) s

(8) ;

STANDARD'
DEVIATION

(SD)

ter

LANGUAGE
' USAGE

3 355 95.77 .5 98.0 14.28 3.39 1.30

5 385 96.10 5 99.1 15039 5.15 1.69
,

350
4

97.71 3 99.3 15.34 6.83 1.86

9 370 89.'46 1

d

, 97.1 16.14 8.05 2.35

.

(7)

LANGUAGE
TOT '

l

3; 355. 95.77 5 98.0 14.28 3.80 1.15

5

o
385 96.10 5 99.1 15.39 ". 5.35 1.37

. '

7 350
16

97.71 3 99.3 15.34 6.97 1.68

9
' 370 89.46 1

c

97.1 . 16.14 8.26 2.10 .

(8) .

'MATHEMATICAL
CONCEPTS'

3 355 Q 95.77 5 98.0 14.20 3.46 .91

5 385 96.10 5 99.1 15.39 5.32; 1020

7 350 97.71 3 ' 99.3 15.34 7.04 ' 1.55

9 370 89.46 1 97.1 16.110 8.17 1.94

(9)

. 3

MATHEMATICAL
PROBLEMS

3 355 95.77 5 980 14.28 3.37 1.03

5 385 96.10 5 99.1 14.39 5.10 1.26

. 7 350 97.71 3 99.3 15.34 .. 6.64 1.08

9 370 89.46 1 97.1 .16.14 8.13 1.95

(10)

or

3 355 95.77 5 9$.0 14.28 3.42 .92

MATHEMATICAL
TOTAL

5 355 96.0 5
.

9.1 15.34 5.21 1.18

7 350 '097.71 3 49.3 15.34 6.84 1.45,

9 370- 4.1.

4?

59.46

-

97.1 16.14 8.15
.

1.83

AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE 01GRADED CLASSES,
O.

** NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 19744141M Bt.-NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/731 EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.

t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE.ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL 21Al1eR910 FORM 1, 1971 EDITION.
THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM Gigot? NA 'GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 1001 NATIONAL SD 16,

tt GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED,FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FARM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE
NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES'3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE.APPROXIMATELM 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, AND.9.4,01VVING SLIGHTLY
FOR EACH SKItL AREA.

%
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ENTREVILLE PRI - QUEEN ANNES CO.)'

TABLE 3. 'SCHOOL LEVEL-- COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL' RESOURCES
PROFILE*

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
PERCENT PERCENT

PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN
TOTAL' AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS STAFFGRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL. NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S DISAD.-. EDUCA,. FAMILY. ORGANI- 'ENROLL- STAFF ATTEN- DEGREE VAN-. TION OF INCOMETEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.

, . ZATION RENT RATIO DANCE OR ABOVE TAGED MOTHER 18)SCHOOL NAME' 11/ 121 13) (4) 151 16/ (7) 18/ (9) (10). L11) (12)

o 0

CENTREVILLE PRIMARY' K -3 371 21.2 9 .7 16.5 1.0
*f

CHURCH HILL ELEM 115 161 20.1 96.2 8.0 1.0

.

GRASONVILLE INTERNED 4 -5 90 18.0 -95.9 4.0 1.0,

GRASONVILLE PRIMARY 164 12.4, 95.6 9.0 1.0

KENNARD INTERRED 504 10.0 96.2 27.0 1.0

d

KENT ISLAND ELEM 400 = 21.6 93.3 17.5 1.0

TUDLERSVILLE ELEM K -4 370 20.0 94.7 17.5 1.0

STEVENSVILLE MIDDLE, 54 351 17.5 93.9 19.0 1.0

I

SUDLERSVILLE.MIDDLE
r

5..8 358

.

,17.9 95.3 14.0 1.0

CENTREVILLEMIDDlg 41..8 412 17.2 95.3 22.9 1:0

QUEEN ANNES COUNTY 9..12 1430 101.9 89.P 72.5 3.0

SEE AP1ENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

4-410-

16.3 '14.0 5.7f'

6.6 26.0 21.1

.._---

6.3 24.0 40.0

12.3 35.0 10.0

6.4 13.0 7.1

4.0 22.0 5.4

10.1 17.0 10.8

6.3 14.0 20.0

11.8 21.0 10.0

9.1
.

15.6 16.7

10.6 17.8 31.8

0

16.7 ,

13.5

_16.3

32.5

19.4

9.4

16.4

9.4

17.5

20.2

17.1

11.1 8102.0

10.4 7901.0

10.5 7528.0.

10.1 6730.0

10.8 7876:0

10.6 10458.0

10.3 7209.0

16.6 14458.0
/

.10.3 7209.0

10.7 ' 7778.0

10.6 8210.0



(CENTREVILLE-PRI - QUEEN ANNES CO;)

QUEEN ANNE:, COUNTY

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY
CONTROLLED*

,SLHOOL SYSTEM

SCHWA. NAME GRADE

CLHTHLvILLL PRIMARY

MCHURCH MILL ELAM

GBASOuvILLs. iNIERNE0

GHASONvILLL PRIMARY

10.446ANn I1IIL1mL0

KLNT ISLAM ELLm

SUuLEHSVILLE LLEm

SievEnsviLLE MIDDLE

SUaLEMsVILLE NICOLE

CLNTHLvILLL MIDDLE

ouEEN 10+,4E5 COUNTY

SK/LL AREAS

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

AVERAGE, AvERAGL MARY- DIFFEp- *MARE NARY- DIFFER AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER.

LANC Erg LAND ENCE LAND ENCE LANO VICE

SAS Gi NOR" GE. NORM RE NORM Gi' NORM

3 98.2 3.45 '8.43

3 95.3 3.17 3.24
5 94,4 4.53 4.611

5 95.1 4.47 4.74

3 97.2 3.66 3.36

4

5. 100.7 5.04 5.23

3 96.4 3.37 3.31

3 101.0 3,.30 3.h1

4

5 101.5 4.9r4 5.30
7 100.! 6.59 6.03

5 90.3 400 5.02

7 98.1 6.32'. 6.61

7 9904 6.60 6.75

9 97.1 0.18 8.03

+.02 3.43 3.48 -.05 4.06 ' 3.40 .22 3.45 3.53 .08

-.17 3,27 3.29 -.02 3.74 3.66 +.04
4-

3.26 3.37. -.11

-.Is 4.81 4.79 4.02 , 5.26 5.00. .26 5.41, 5.04 +.37

. .

-.27 4.95 4.04 .11 4.02 5.05 -.13 4.93 5.10 -.17

-.30 3.14 3.41 -.27 1.73 3.78 ..175 3.46 3.48

-.0' 5.42 5.29 4.13 8054 5.47 4+,17 5.24 5.51 -.27

4.06 3.34 .3.36 -.02 3.81 3.7A -.22 3.34 3044 -.10

-.31 3.38 3.0 -.29 1.42 4.01 -.19 3.49 3.69 ...20

0
.

-.32 5.03 5.36 -.33 5.21 .5.53 -.32 5.18 5,37 -.39

4.24 6.94 6.87 .07 6.71 6.96 -.24 6.40 7.16 -.36

...
s

-.12 5.22 5.10 .12 5.10 5.29 4.01 5.26 5.31 -.07

-.29 6.59 6.67 -.08 6.36 6.79 .07 6.69 6.97 -.28

-.15 6.78 6.80 -.02 7.11 6.90 +.21 6.92 7.09 -.17

.05 0.32 7.66 4.46 8.26 -8.02 4.24 8.15 0.18 -.03

I SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 101

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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(CENTREVILLE PRI

TABLE 5:

6UEEN ANNCS 'COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM f

SCHOOL Nhkg' GRADE

QUEEN ANNES CO -.)

RELATION OF ACHIEVENENT'TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL.
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITYAND:SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
'STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*.

VOCABULARY

SKILL AREAS
** ***** *** ***** ** ****

READING COMPREF NSW LAPSUASE TOTAL
AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER" AVERAGE

LAND ENCE
SAS *SE NORM

MARY-
LAND

RE NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

6E

CENTREVILLE PRIMARY 3- 96.2 3.45 3.39 +.06 3.43 3.47 "OA
/CHURCH

HILL ELEM 3 95.3 3.17 3.20 ...05 3.27 .3:27. -4.005 94.4 4.53 4.61 -.08 4.11 4.73 +.08

4WASONVILLE INTERRED 5 95.1 4.47 4.65 ..la 4.95 4.78 +.17

GRASONVILLE PRIMARY 3 :97.2 3.06 3.29 3.14 3.37 -.23

KENNARD INTERNED 5 100.7 5024 5.04 +.00 5.42 5.16' +.24

KEPT ISLAND ELEM 3 96.4 3.37 3.29 4.08 3.311 3.34 +.00

suoivisvILLE ELEM 3 101.0 3.30 3.51 -.21 3.38 3.62 "824

STEVENSVILLE MIDDLE 5 101.5 4.98 5.13 ".10 5.03
NI,

":24.7 100.1 6.59 6.85 ".26 '6.94 +44
{

SUOLENSVILEE MIDDLE 5 98.3 4090' 4.85 \..07 5.2.21. 4.98 4,247 98.1 0.32 6.54 -.22
0

6.59 6.64 ".05

CENTREVILLE MIDDLE 7 99.4 6.60 6.1.8 '1018 6.76 +.02
.

QUEEN ONES COUNTY 9 97.1 8.18 7.91 +47 0.32 744 +.115

MATHEMATICAL 40/AL

NARY. DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY*
LAND ENCE -LANO
NOIN RE -NORM

4.06

3.44
5.26

3.44

3.64
4.97

..24

+.10
+.201

3.45

3.26.
5.44

3.51

3.35
5.01

4.92 540 -.01 4.93' 5.05

3.73 3.76 ...02 3.44

t 5:64 5.39 +.25 5.24 5.43
Up

3.51 3.71 ".20 3034 3.43

6.62 3.9a '1416 3.49 ' 3.64

5.21 5.51 "..30 5.18 5.546.71- 7.00 -.29 6.80 7.26

5.21 +.09 5.26 5.256.16 "*.71 +.15 6.69 6t96

7.11 6.82 +.29 6.62 7.06

.8.2k 7.64 +.32 8,15 0.14

SEE-CHAPTER 4. SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS
USED.AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (4)ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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LOCAL SCHOOL SYSTEM LEVEL --ACCOUNTABILITY ASSESSMENT.INFORMAT/ON

4.20 ST. MARYS .COUNTY.,

School System Goals and Objectives

A. Goal Setting Activities at the School System and Individual

School Levels. The accountability effort in St. Mary's County has

proceeded along two lines. The first has been an 9ffort to assess

where students are in reading, writing, and mathematics, through bath,

the State assessment program, the local testing program, and other

formal and informal evaluation techniques. The second thrust has been

an effort to establish goals for students on a county level and

objectives at the individual school level which will meet the county

goals.

Goal sett3,ng activities began in January of 1974 with

committees comprised of teachers, principals, and supervisors drafting

tentative goals. These goals were presented tq,all professional

personnel and school and community organizations for their review and

comment in March of 1974.

Following this review the revised goals were presented to.

the local Board of Education for their information.at the regular

- board meeting in April. In May'the,Board approved these goals, which

were then forwarded to the Maryland Statebepartment of Education and

subsequently-received the approval ofthe State Committees. In

September of this schOol year these goals were 'distributed to all

school personnel.

4-413
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In the area of objective writing three workshop groups..met for three-dayS,in June to begin developing catalOgs of suggestedObjectives for use by schbols ih develOping their own school objectives.

theDuring h summer the results of these committees' workwere combined and edited by the county task force on accountabilityfor distribution in late September to schools.;
.,

Following a timetable developedeby the task force,
school-based personnel began in October studying data on, studentachievement and reviewing the catalogs of suggested objectives. Inthe months of November through January, *1.1 e ch school, committees
will select and write objedtives by grade el for students in that

-41..,

chool. The first draft of theSe school obje Ives will be reviewedb the task force in February. of 1975 with fina drafts submitted forapproval by Apri1.1, .1975.

B. School System Goals and Objectives for "Typical" ElementarySchools and "Typical" Secondary Schools. *Listed below are the St.Mary's County goals in reading, writing, and matheiatics and examplesof typical elementary and.secondary School objectiles.

,Reading

1. A St. Mary's County student who has.achieved the" '

objectives for reading established by the local school
should identify his own purpose for using a variety
of print and non-print. materials.

A St. Mary's County student who has achieved the
objectives for reading established by the local
school should select and use a variety of print
and non-print materials,appropriate to his reading
level. .

3. A St. Mary's County student who has achieved, the
objectives for reading established by the local'
school should have a basic sight vocabulary --
pronunciation and meaning.

4. A St. Mary's County student, who has, achieved the
objectives for reading established/by the local
school', should' identify an4Nliderstand words by means
of such cliads as: configueglion, context, .phonetic
analysis, structural analysis, authority..

5. A St. Maryf(s County student who has achieved the
objeCtives for reading established by the local
school should select a wide variety of reading'
materials in different fields.

A St. Mary's County student
objectives for reading esta
school should develop and e
skills- 'PWW141;
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s.

A St. Mary's County;student who has achieved:.
the_objectives for reading established..by the
local school should read on the highest level of

which he is cipable..

8'. A St. MarY's County student who has Achieved the
objectives for readingsestablished by the local'

school should have made-appropriate growth,

commensurate with his ability, each year he is °
in school.

9. A St. Mary's County student who has achieved the
objectives for reading established by the local

school should be able to follow directions.
-

. A St. Mary's County student who has achieved the
objectives for reading established by the local
school should be able to locate references.

. A St. Mary's County student who has achieved the
objectives for reading established by the local .

school should be able to gain information.

12. A St. Mhry''s Couqty student who has achieved the
objectives for reading established by the local

school should be able to understand forms:

0

13. A St.; Mary's County student who has-achieved the
objectives for reading established by the local
school shOuld read for pleasuie and_personal growth.

14. A St. Mary's Co_uAy student who has achieved the
objectives' for reading established by the local
school should appreciate literature -7:prose,
poetry, and drama.

Writing

1. AsSt. Mary's County student who has achieved the
objectives for writing established by the local
school should be able to communicate with others,
applying accepted conventions of writing.

2. A St. Marl's County student wlio has 4chieved the
objectives for writing established by the local
school should be able to express his own ideas and
perional reactions'to an experience.

3. A St. Mary's County student who has achieved the
objectives for writing established by the local
school should bp able to utilize correct forms of
writing in a social, business; vocational, or
acadethic situation.
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4' A St. Mary's County student who has achieved
;the objectives for writing established by the
local school should recognize and appreciate
the value Of written communication.

05. A St. Mary's County student who has achieved the
objectives for writing established by the local
school should write to fulfill personal and social
needs.

6. A St. Mary's County studen t who has achieved the
objectives for writing established by the local
school should gain a sense of accomplishment from
his writing.

Mathematics

1. Each St
his/her

2. Each St
his/her

. Mary's County student, commensurate with.
ability, will,recall mathematical facts.

. Mary's County student, commensurate with
ability, will identify mathematical symbols.

'3. Each St. Mary's County. student, commensurate with
his/her ability, will recognize the language of
mathematics.

4. Each St. Mary's County student, commensurate with
his/her ability, will perform basic operations of
tethematics:

* Each St. Mary's County student, commensurate with
his/her ability, will solve equations and inequalities
by applyinta sequence of basic operations.

5..

6. Each St.
his/her
measure.

7. Each St.
,his/her

8. Each. St.
his/her

-concepts

9.

Mary's County student, commensurate with
ability, will demonstratb the ability to

Mary's
ability,

Mary's
ability,

County'student, commensurate with
will understand number concepts.

County student, commensurate with
will understand basic geometric

Each St. Mary's County student, commensurate with
'his/her ability, will read the interpret mathematical
data.

427
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16. Each St. Mary's County atudent, commensurate with
'his/her ability, 'will analyze a specific mathematical
problem.

.11. Each St. Mary's County student, commensurate with
his/her ability, will develop a, logical' sequcnce
in solving the problem and state the solption.

12. Each St.. Mary's County student, commensurate
his/her ability, will identify and analyze the

problem.situation.

13. Each St. Mary's County student, commensurate with
his /her ability, will use mathematical reasoning to
formulate hypotheses and state if there is a solution.

'14. Each St. Mary's County student, commensurate with
his/her ability, will appreciate the structure.of
mathematics as an intellectual creation of the human
'mind.

e,

15. Each. St. Mary's County student, commensurate with
his /her ability, 'will understand the significance
of mathematics in daily living and aiapreciate its
contribution to our society.

16. Each St. Mary's County student, commensurate with
'his /her ability, will understand the functioning of
mathematics as a tool of.the technological world.

C. Examples of Objectives

Reading

1. Given a printed selection from the final unit of
the basic reader for the first grade, the student'
by the end of first grade will read accurately 90%
of the words.

2. Given a topic, the student by end of second
grade will express orally to his teacher WEYE-Ee-
would like to know about that topic.

3. Given an.:assignment which requires the student to
locate ankFead materials on a particular subject,
the studeakby the lend of the eighth grade will
select and read five (5) appropriate references.

4. Given-a group Of possible conclusions from a reading
selection, the student by the end of tenth grade will
identify a logical one.

4-417
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Writing .

a

1. The student by the end of second grade will put
a question mark at the end of a question, a comma
after the 'salutation and after the closing f a
friendly letter, a comma between the day o the
month and the year in the writing of a dat and
a comma between the name of'a city and th name
of a state when written together.

Z. the student by the end-of grade five wi write
his impressions of a painting or a sculpture.

The student by the end of grade six will, using
a model, write an invitation, a friendly,note, and
a thank-you letter including the greeting; the body,

. -
and the closole.

4. The student by the end of grade seven will, given
the opportunity, keep a journal to record experiences
and/or inner persdnal feelings.

Mathematics

1. Given two one-digit numerals and 'the symbol, " -",
the student at the end of"first grade will write
the difference, as measured by a teacher-made test.

At the end of third grade, the student will.name
subtraction facts up to and including 18 minus 9,
as measured by a teacher-made test..

3. Given a specific amount of money and a set of
specific items, the student completing the eighth
grade will identify at least three different sets
of items that can be purchased without exceeding
the given amount.

4. Upon the successful completion of the graduation
requirements for mathematics, the student,,when given
a finite set of triangles, will group the triangles
into subsets based on a specified property of the
triangles, on a teacher- created test.

D. Comments-on the Results of,the Accountability Assessment
Program for tie School System. The accountability, assessment
program,. while not measuring all of the county goals in the areas of
reading, writing, and mathematics, does give some indication of how
students in St. Mary's County are achieving in a number of the skill
areas which comprise these three subject. As can be npted in the
tables which follow, elementary school students in the county are
fuhctioning at a. level near that of the average elementary school
students in the State on subtests of the Iowa Tests of $asic Skills.Middle and high school students however, arelpelow the average; ingrade 7, the average grade equivalence is about 4 months'below the
State average and in grade 9, about 6 months below. i9
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A school-by-school analysis indicates that the area

Of vocabulary development is the weakest area of those. 'reported

and thus should have highest priority across the county, with

reading comprehension, language, and Mathematics ranked 2, 3', and

4,in priority order.

PrograleModification-Activities during the Reporting Year

and Plans for Further Modification. As indicated abbve, the area

of vocabulary development emerges as a priority in St. Mary.'s County.
4

In Fight of this,"all teachers are being asked during this school

year to include in each unit in all subject areas activities in

vocabulary building. In addition, language arts teachers will

emphasize vocabulary development through daily activities in

language arts and reading.

Additionally, school-based committees are writing

school objectives which will provide particular emphasis on the

skill areas which an analysis of the school achievement Scores

suggest need improvement. Plans are under way to evaluate pupil

achievement, using the data from the'Spring 1974 assessment to

base line information and that of this year's assessment to measure

changes related to the objective writing and program modification

activities accomplished this year.

As a result of this evaluation, during the summer of 1975,

each school principal will plans programs for his school to be

implemented during the 1975-76 school year.

F. Progress of Schools toward System and/or School Goals

not Covered by State Assessment Instruments. Objectives are

'presently being written ih each school for St. Mary's County goals

in reading, writing, and mathematics. These objectives each include

a statement of how the Objective will be measured and when the >,

assessment will take place. Since these objectives are generally

measured at or near the end of the school .year, a determination of

the prOgress of schools toward goalsand objectives not measured

by the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills will mot be,available until the

Summer of 1975.

G. Unmet Needs for Resources to Permit Improvement of

Programs and Services. In order to implement fully the accounta-

bility effort in St: Mary's County, the following resources are needed:

1. Funds to provide for, twelve month employment of

all or most teachers. This additional time would

be used to write objectives, plan programs to meet

these objectives, determine ways of evaluating

these programs, and carry out "a continuing review

and re-evaluation of the program.

1.1 3 0
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4- 2. Funds to provide a fuli-time staff in the areas
of research, evaluation, and accountability.

3. Funds to pay substitutes and provide travel for
teachers ,and adiftinistrators to visit exemplary
schools identified by the assessment componentof the accountability program.

Funds to pay teacheig, students, and parents asparticipants in workshops designed to aid schools
in carrying out the six steps 'required in the
accountability legislation.

1 31
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ST. MAKY'S ,COONTY,

TABLE 1. COMMUNITY 'AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE*.

A. COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS

(I)

TOTAL
POPULATION

(2)

MEDIAN'
Forty
INCOME

(31
.

PERCENT
DISADVANTAGED -

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

47.388 $8.267 28.0

(4)
.

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
-MALES 25 YEARS
OF 'AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

, (51
.

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
FEMALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

(M,EDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

12.1 12.1

B. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPTEMBER. 1973)

(6)

TOTAL
SCHOOL

ENROLLMENT

(7)

AVERAGE
TEACHER
SALARY

.(8)

AVERAGE
ADMINISTRATORS

SALARY

(9)

AVERAGE
YEARS

TEACHING
EXPERIENCE

(10) .

AVERAGE
YEARS

ADMINISTRATOR
EXPERIENCE

12.027 $9.404 $15.370 8.1 10.2

(111

PERCENT STAFF
MASTERS DEGREES

OR ABOVE

.(12)

SCHOOL LEVEL
PUPIL/STAFF

RATIO

(13)

PERCENT
AVG. DAILY
ATTENDANCE

15.7 20.6 94.0

Cd fINANCIAL'CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972.-1973 SCHOOL YEAR)

.

(14)

TOTAL
PER PUPIL
COST

-

(15)

PER PUPIL
INSTRUCTIONAL

COSTS

(16)

PERCENT
EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO
INSTRUCTION

(17)

PER PUPIL
ADMINISTRATIVE,
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

COSTS
$629.96 $576.98 69.6 $23.86

(16) ,

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

ADMINISTRATION
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

(19)

PER PUPIL
PUPIL PERSON....
NEL SERVICES

COSTS, ,

\ (20)

1 PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

;wpm' PERSONNEL
SERVICES

2.9 $10.09 1.2

*SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE:
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ST: MARY'S COUNTY 44

TABLE 2. 'NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE),

AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE )0
BY SKILL AREAS

It .

' SKILL
AREAS °

(11

GRADE

..

(2)

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENKOLLE...)*

131

PERCENT -OF
STUDENTS
TESTED**

(4)

U
NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

(5)
AVERAGE .

STANDARD
AGE

SCORE
(SAW

(61

STANDARD
DEVIATIONr

(SD/

(7)

, AVERAGE
GRADE .

EQUIVALENCE
(GE)tt

(8)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD/

(1)

VOCABULARY

3 962
t

99.48 15 98.7 16..68 3.29 /0, 1.10, ..--

5
..

. 979 95.26 45 100.3 16.43 5.
-

1.59

7 953 93.91 4 100.9 16.37 6.47 . 1.99

9 . 973 85.30 2 98.6
. .

15.96 1.82 2.11'

(2)

READING
C COMPRB-
IHENSION

ft

3 962 99.79 15 98.7 16.68 3.38 1.25

.

t

479 98.37 15
.

100..3 16.43 5.26 1.53

.107 953 96.22 4 100.9 16.37

.

6.75 1.76

9 973 86.54 98.6 15.96
.

8.01
t

1.98

(31

9iPELLING

962 100.00 15 98.7 16.68 3.76 1.34

5 979 98.16 _15 100.3 16.43 5.43 1.74

7 953 94.44 4 100.9 16.37 6.62 42.06

9 973 04.17 c2 91.6 15.96 7.86 2.42

(4)

CAPI.TAL-
/ZATION

3 962 100.00 15

4

98.7 16.68 3.68 1.27

5 979 90.16 15
4,

I 9 100.3 16.43 5.35 1.56.
.-......

7 953 94.65 4 100.9 16.37 6.55 1.99

973 83.97 2 98.6 15.96 7.83 2.34

45/

PUNCTUATION

3 962 100.00 15 98%7 16.68 3.78) 1.41

5 979 98.06 15 100.3 16.43 5.36 1.5

7 953 94.54 4 100.9
/

16.37 6.54 . 2.01

9 . ' 973 84.07 2
. ,

96.6 15.96 7.6 2.29

* AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.

**NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.

f. STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS/
DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION.

THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM memo FOR GRADES 3. 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 1001 NATIONAL SD '16.

..ht GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS.OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM, 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE

NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 9.4, VARYING SLIGHTLY

FOR EACH SKILL AREA.

/13
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St. MARY'S COUNTY

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AMERAGE STANDARD AGE.SCORE)t
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIOLENCE)1

BY-SKILL AREAS

(CONTINUED)

SKILL
AREAS

11)

GRADE

(2)

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLED *

(3)

PERCENT4F
STUDENTS

, TESTED **

(41

NUMBED OF
SCHOOLS
TESTER

.

51 .
ANEKAGE-x
STANDARD

AGE
SCORE

t

(6) '

STANDARD

VEINIT

(7)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE

(8)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(6)

LANGUAGE'
USAGE

3 9624. % 100.00 1p , . 98.7
'" L

16.68 3.6,4.
t

1.33

.
5 979 91.26 15 100.3 ' 16.43 5.27 , 142
7

.

. 953 3895.
. 4

1

010.9 1 8.37 6.69

,

1.97
9 '0973" 15420 . 2 91.6 15696 7.75 2421 .

(7)

LANGUAGE
TOTAL

3 ' :. 942 100.00 15 91.7 16.68

T..

3173 1.11
5 979 98.47 ° 15

°.

r 100.3 016.43 5.37 ' 1.45

7 953 95.80 0 4
.

100.9 - 16.37

.

6.61 1.74
9

973 86.74
.

2 ' 98.6 15.96 7.77
. 2.07

48)

MATHEMATICAL
CONCEPTS

3
962

o

1.100.00 15 98.7 16.68 3.43 .99
nt 5

979 91.75. .

.

15 100.3 16.43

..t

5.5i 1.37"
7

f
953- 93.10 4 100.9 1607 .1.10

.

1,65

973 83.97 2
.

98.6 15.96 1,21 1.90
.

19)

MATHEMATICAL
PROBLEMS .

3 962 100.00

r

15 ) 91.7

,

16.61
-.%

3.44 1417

5 ' 979 97a5 15 100.3 16.43 5,32
, 1.37f

7 953 93907- 4 0 1000 16037.

t

6.76 1+72

9 973 83.97 ' 2 91.6 )6 15.96 7.91 :''- 1.89

1101 *

MATHEMATICAL
TOTAL

3 962 100.00 15- 91.7

.

16.60 3.46 96

5 979 let 97.85 1 15. 100.3 16,43 0.47 1.27 ,.

903 951.11 4 100.9 16.37

,., .

6'.98 , 1.57,
.-

9
C ,

973 14.07 2 91.6 10.96 '8.15 .1.80

* AS OF.9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES..

** NUMBER STUDENTS TESTES SPRING. 1974 DIVIDEDW NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/13'. expResseD AS A PERCENTAGE. '

t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES
TEST. NONVERBAL BATTERY. FORM 1971 EDITION.THE MEANS FOR'TNE NATVNAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3. 50 7. AND 9 ARE 100. NATIONAL SD 16.

It GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GEI DERIVED FROM IONA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS. FORM 5. 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THENATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3. St 74 AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 1471'5.7. 7.7. AND 9.4, VARYING SLIGHTLYFOR EACH SKILL AREA.
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t (BANNEkER *- MARGARET BRENT JR)
A

TABLE' 3. SCHOOL LEVEL-COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE*

..,

4

SCHOOL NAME"'

GRADE
ORGANI...
ZATION

(1)

TOTAL
SCHOOL
ENROLL -
RENT ,
(2)

" \

PUPIL/
;TAFF,
SATZ°
(3)

PERCENT
AVERAGE
DAILY

ATTER...
DANCE
(4)'

.

'TOTAL NO.

-

AVERAGE YEARS
EXPERIENCE

-.

PERCENT
STAFF
MASTER'S
DEGREE

OR ABOVE
(9/

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

PERCENT
DISAD'....

VAN...

TAGED
(10)

MEDIAN
EDUCA...

TION OF
MOTHER
(11)

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME
(S)
(12)

TEACHER
(5)

ADMIN.
(6)

A
TEACHER

(7)
ADMIN.
(8)

BANNEKER
44.0 19.1 96.6 21.5 0 1.5 5.8 27.7 8.7 18.2 , 12.1

DYNARD , PRE K. 1..1 304 19.0 95.9 15.0 1.0 6.7 18.0 6.3 0 32.1 10.5

FRANK KNOX 466 25.2 96.6 17.5 1.0 8.7 1440 5.4 512 12.4

GREAT.MILLS 179 212.4 91:0 7.0 1.0 17.3 5.0 '25.0 13.2 12.4

GREENVIEW KNOLLS K -5 1 433 29.4 97.5 20.5 1.0 12.8 12.8 13.9 10.6 12.4

HOLLYWOOD 1-5" 254 25.4 96.2 9.0 1.0 11.0 16.0 10.0 13.4 11.5

LEXINGTON PARK K -S 477 23.9 94.8 19.0 1.0 6.7 30.0 5.0 4.1' 12.4

MECHANICSVILLE PRE K -5 419 22.1 96.5 18.0 1.0 5.3 12.0 15.8 26.7 10.11

OAKVICLE K -S 260 26.0 95.5 \a 1.0 5.8 7.0 10.0 16.9 11.4
Cl"

PARKHALL PRE K -6 549 23.9 96.2 22.0 1.0 4.4' 9.0 13.0 18.3 2,3

PINEY POINT PRE K.-; 510 22.2 95.6 22.0 1.0 3.6 11.0 21.7 21.8 12.1

,--'''

RIDGE K -6 294 22.6 96.8 12.0 1.0 5.9 2960''''15.4 2.1.1 12.00

TOWN CREEK K..5 372 23.3 96.4 15.0 1.0 1.4 9.0 441.5 8.5 12.4

1WHITE MARSH K -S 148 24.9 95.0 13.0 1.0 5.5 45.0 14.3 26.4 10.8

ESPERANZA 6.4 968 18.6 94.2 49.5 2.5 7.2 17.6 17.3 105:5 12.2

GEORGE W CARTER 6 -6 552 18.4 934 28.0 2.0 7.5 16.5 10.0 14.0 12.1

LEONARDTOWN K.4 900 21.2 95.8 40.5 2.0 10.8 22.7 4.7 .. 16.1 12.2

MARGARET BRENT JR 6111 802 19.6 93.3 39.0 2.0 8.5 17.7 14,6 29.1 10.9

9
SEE APPENDIX A FOR'DEP/NITION OF TERMS.

1
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8847.0

6846.0

049.0

8395.0

8257.0

8127.0

8245.0

,..

78,7.0

I I

8235.0

I

94117.0 s

8104.0

8236.0

8231.0

8487.0

8233.0

8967.0

7627.0 '



.(BANNEKER - MARGARET BRENT JR)

UT MARYS COUNTY
' SCHOOL SYSTEM

SCHOOL NAME

RANNEARR-

01.4ARO

FRANK KNOX

0

GINe AT 'ILL:.

GREERViEr. ..OLLS

HULLYnnOU

-4 ..

1.1.11RIUN MARK .

MECHAnESVIULE44% ;

om4OW.A.."

RANO/RE

Plt,EY 1101.1(

P46E

T0.,ti CnE.E6

UNITL 40451

E5VER/ZA
o

0-1
614.346L W C414viw '

LLUNA,10709

MAN0410rT 0.1ENT .01

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL'

'y ARENS,,WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLOD*

4 .
SKILL AREAS

VOCARULARY READING CqMPREHENSION LANGUAGI TOTAL ^' MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

GRADE AVERAGE AVERAUL

SAS GE

MARY..
LAND
NORM

UIFF15/- AVERAGE
LICE

GE

MARY..
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- 'AVERAGE MARY-

ENCE .
,LANO

RE NORM

45.

3. 92.1 2.441 3.04 -.16 2.88 3.u4 -.2n 3.15 3.46

5 96.9 4.64 4.94 -.24 4.64 4.99 -.35 5.93 5.18

92.4 3.04 0.00 -.04 3.25 3.12 4.13 3.45 3.50

92.5 4.'49 4.54 -06 4.60 4.63 4.05 4.n7. 4.45

4

3 142.6 3:255. 3.71 A.45 1.34 3.77' -.39 3.73 4.11

5 106.9 ,5.32 5.76 -.44 5.41 5.79' -.34 5.37 5.94

4

3
5:

105.1
107.2

3.40
5.71 ..1.17T) :...115:,

3.97
5.89

3.94
5.02

+.03
4.07

4.26.
5.49- .

4.27
5.97

3 143.5 3.53 .77 -.24 , Y.85 3.63 4.02 3.75 . 407

5 103.8 5.70 5.49 .21 5.6.6 5.54 4.12, 5.66 5.71

/
.

.3 101.7
302 3,65 -.23 3.28 3.71 ....44 3.74 4.06

.\101.8 5.55 9.40 4.21 5.48 '5.38 4.10 5.49 5,55

:n

3, 101.2 3.61 1.62 -.01 3.64 -.06 346 4.02

5 100.0 5.55 5.17 ,.36 5.24 4.45 5.717 5.42

3. 93.2 2.92 1.11 -00 2.06 3.15 3.!5 3.53

5 90.2 1.,,4,5 501 -.46 4.87 5.09 -.22 5.25 5.28

3 96:5 2.09 3..32 ..43 3:n2 3.37 -.35 .1.31 3.73

5 93.7 400 4.62 4.76 5,11 4.73 4.511 5.19 4.94

3 95.6 .209 a 1.76 -.37 2.98 3.31 -.33 3.70 3.64

5 94.4 4.94 4.64 ..26 4.85 4.79 4.06 4.45 5.04

r 4
3 96,0 3.13 ,,24 -.IA 3.22 3.33 -.11 3.13 3.70

5 101.9 5.11 5.35 -.27 5.53 5.39 4.14 502 5.56

3 92.3 2.42 3.05 -.13 3.00 3.09 -09 3.56
.4

1.3 95.4 4.40 4.77 -.24 4.01 4.87. -.06 4.70 .077

3 106.3 4.17 1.95 4.22 4,29 4.02 4.27 4.56 4.34

5 105.6 5.91 5.65 .26 4.114 5.69 4.15 5,70 5,64

3 47.6 3.09 3.39 -.44 3.19 3.44 .45 1.44 3.40

5 44,3 4.43 4.68 -.25 4.46 4.74 -.32 5.05 4.90

7 107.0 7.09 7.50 -.44 7.27 7.56 -.29 7.14 7.57

7 90.9 6.11 6.64 -.5" 6.56 6.75 -.19 6.44 6.56.

3 44.9 3.92 3.54 -.n2 3.62 3.54 4.03 3.0 3.94

10 106.5 5.46 5.78 5.76 4.02 6.11 501

1 101.1 6.I'1 (.9745 :,7. 6.49 6.97 -.OA 6.44 7.05

7 95.5 5.89 6.12 ...Ws. 6,24 6.41 4'.49 6.56

SEE CHAPTER 4. SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS Of TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION- OF ASTERISK ,p41

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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SIFFER
FNCE

1.

ERAG.F.

GE

MARY-

NORM

CggE7N...

-.31 2.96 3.20 -.24

-.15 5.06 5.23 4..17

4.35 3.51 3.244 4.27

4.02 4.74 400 -.16

.

-.34 3.67 3.77 -.10

-.57 5.64 5.97 -.13

-.401 3.73 3.91 -.14

-.03 6.21 6.00 4.21

::N 3.50 1.42
5.74

-.32
4.54

-.32 3.45 3.73 -.28

-.07 5.77 5.S9 4.14
,

-.04
4.05

3.65
0.50,

3.70
;:g.

-.10
-.03

3.p1
5.22 ::77

-.42 3.17 3.44 -.27

4..25 5.34 4.99 .55

4.07 3.27 1.39 -.12

-.15 5.14 5.04 .15

-.37 . 3.31 3.41 -.10

406 5,99 .500 ...11

1.0577

3.17 3.21 -.04

5.14 5.12 02

4.2? 4.04 3.98 .06
-.05 501 5.54 -.07

4.14 3.59 3.50. 4.09

4.06 4.46 5.04 -.18

-.41 7.49 7.40 -.31
,

-.42 6.42 7.05 -.13,"

4.03 3.63 3.63 4.00

4.24 5.44 5.94 00
-.11 7.49 7.25 -.16

-.57 6.41 6.73 -.32



(BANNEKER -1 MARGARET BRENT JR)

ST MARYS COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

TABLE 5. RELATION OR ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILLAREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUSSTATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*

SKILL AREAS

SCHOOL NAME

BANNEKER

OYNARO

FRANK KNOX

REAT MILLS

OHEENVIEW KNOLLS

HOLLYWOOD

LLX/NOI N PARK

MECHANICSVILL6

OAKVILLE

PARKHALL

PINEY P0/141,

. RIDGE

TOWN CREEK

WHITE MARSH

ESPERANZA

GEORGE 11 CARVER

LEONAROTOWN

MARGARET URENT .10

VOCABULARY

DRAPE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY
LANO

SAS OE NORM

92.1 206 3.09
96,9 4.68 4.91

92.8 3.04 3.0592.5 4.46 4.45

3 102.6 3.25 3.695 106.9 5.32 5.56

3, 105.1 3.80 3.83
5 107.2 5.71 5.59

' 3 103.5 3.53 3.745 103.8 6.70 5.36

3 101.7 .,612 3.61
5 101.8 5.55 5.17

3 101.2 3.61 3.61
5 100.0 5.55 5.11

3 93.2 2.92 3.09,5 98.2 4.55 9.66
.

3 96.5 2.89 3.31,
5 93.7 4.90 4.43

3 95.6 2.89 3.295 94.4 4.94 4.74

3 46.0 3.13 3.325 101.9 3.11 5.26

3 92.3 2.92 3.095 95:4 4.48 4.76

3 106.3 4.17 3.90b 105.6 5.91 5.45

5 97.6 3.05 3.35
5 94.3 4.43 4.64

7 107.0 7.09 7.42

7 98.9 6.11 1,057

3 99.9 3.52 3.545 106.5 5.48 5.557 101.1 6.91 6.83

7 95.5 5.89 '6.26

REAOIN COMPREHENSION LANOUAE TOTAL
MATHEMATICAL TOTALDIFFER. AVERAGE MARY- OIFFER.. AVERAGE MARY +DIFFER+ AVERAGE MARY,. DIFFER..ENCE LANO ENCE LANO ,ENCE LANO ENCE., GE NORM a NORM OE NORM

.421 2.8 3.12 +.24 3.15 3.50 +.35 2.9 3.21 +.25
-.25 4.04 5.03 -.39 5.03 5.23, -.10 5.0 5.19 -.13

-.01 3.25 3.11 +.14 3.85 3.50 .4.35 3.51 3.22 '4.29
+.01 4.68 4.60 +.08 4.87 4.81 +.06 4.74 4.86 -.12

+.44 3,38 3.79 +AI 3.73 4.14.' +.41 3.67 '3.75 +.08+.24 5.41 5.71 +.30 5.37 5.79 .42 5.84 503 +01
-.03 3.97 3.95 +.02 4.26 4.29. +.03. 3.73 3.87 +.14+.12 5489 5.73 +.16 6 .'44 5.81 +.13 6.21. 5.56 +.35

, .

. -.21 3.85 3.85 +.00 3.75 , 4.19 +.44 3.50 3.79 +.29
+.34 5.66 5.50 +.16 B.66 1 5.58 +.09 *.78.. 5.63 .4.15..

+.19 3.28 3.71 ...43 3.74 ' 4.06 -.32 3.45 3.69 .24.
+.38 5.48 5.31 +.17 5.49 ' 5.46.' +.03 5.77 3.50 +.27

.00 3.62 3.70 .08 3.44 11.05 -.11 3.65+.44 5.69 5.25 +.44 5.47 5.32 +.15 5.55
3.67 +.02
5.38 +.17

-.17 2.86 3.15 +.29 3.35 3.53 +.18' 3.21 3.25 +.04
-.33 4.87 5.02 -.15 5.25, 5.22 +.03 5.22 5.26 0 44

.

+.42 3.02 3.38 -.36 3.31 ' 3.74 +.43 3.17 3.43' -.26+.27 5.11 4.76 +,35 5.19 4.91 4..28 5.34 4.97 +.37

-.40 2.98 3.35 ....ST 3.70 3.72 +.02 3.27 3.39 -.12
+.20 4.85 4.86 +.01 4.85 4.95 -.10 5.19 5.01 +.18

-.19 3.22 3.37 -.15 3.33 3.73 .40 3.3 3.42 -.11
-.15 5.53 5.38 +.15 5.62 5.49 +.13 5.4, 5.54 +.05

-.17 3.00 3.13 -.13 3.46 3.51 +.05 3.17 3.22 +.05
-.30 4.81 4.91 -.10 4.70

. 5.02 -.32 5.14 5.08 +.06

+.27 4.29 4.02 +.27 4.46 4.36 +.20 4.04' 3.93 +.11
+.43 5.84 5.62 +.22 5.79 5.70 +.09 5.81 5.75 4.06

.00 3.19 3.42 -.23 3.44 3.79 +.15 3.59 3.98 +.11
-.21 4.46 4.76 +.30 0.05 4.96 +.09 4.86 5.01 +.15

.03 7.27, 7.44 -.17 7.14
+

7.36 ...22 '7.49 7.59 ...10
I

...46 6.56 6.65 ...09 ,6.44 6.68 ...24 6.9A ' 6.81 +.41
a c

. +.02 3.62 3.61 +.01 . 3.97 3.97
k

+.00 3.63 3.61 +.02
.07 5.78 5.68 +.10 6.11 5.79 4.32 5.94 583 .11-.02 609 6.69 4.00 6.44 6.91 +.03 7.09' 7.07 4.02

e,...37 6.24 6.37. +.13 5.99 6.48 +.49 6.41 6.65 +.24
t, SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2

FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 14 1/4ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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(CHOPTICON SR -GREAT MILLS SR)

TABLE 3. SCHOOLEVEL-.7COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC gHOOLRESOURC5S
PROFILE*

PERCENT .

3

PERCENT

SCHOOL AGE CHLLD4EN
,

PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN
TOTAL AVERAGE .

AVERAGE YEARS STAFFGRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO.
4111P

EXPERIENCE N.. MASTER1S DISAD- EDUCA- FAMILYORGANI... ENROLL... STAFF ATTEN- OEGREE VAN". TEON OF INCOMETEACHER 'ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.
ZATION MENT RATIO DANCE

OR ABOVE TAGED MOTHER (1)
SCHOOL NAME (1) 121 (31 141 J51 ,(4) 17) '41 J9) (10) III) 112)

CHOP/ICON SR HIGH

GREAT MILLS SR HIGH

9 -12 1461 21.8 9.4 61.0, 4.0 27.9 4.9 22.4 240 11.6 8155.0

1507 21.2 90.4 67.0 4.0 * 9.1 11.7 230 18.4 12.3 $355.0
4
SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.
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(CHOPTICON SR 7.'GREAMMILLS SR) ,

0'

ST I4ARYS COUNTY
scHoop4YstEm

SCHOOL NAME

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND 10Rms, Y SKILL
AREAS/ WITH NONVERBALIABILITY STATISTICALLY
,CONTROLLED*

t

'.4

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY 'RcAOING.0074PREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

GRAPE AVERAGE AVER9i0E' MARY- DIFFER AVERAGE MARY DIFFER.. AVERAGE MARY - DIFFER. AVERAGE MARY. OTFFERa

' LAND-.. Er..CE LAND . ENCE' ... LAND ENCE LAND ENCE

SAS, GE.. , NORM GE NORM GE NORM GE NORM
1

CNOPTICON SR HIGH '

GREAT MILLS SR NIGH

9 96.2

9 100,7

7.43

8.19

7.93

a.44

7.73

8.26

7.75

'8.28

-.02 7.67

7.R5

7.94

6.38

,SEE CHAPTER 40.0cTIoN 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION. OF ASTERISK'( *!
' ACCOMPANYING "PIPFERENEE" SCORES.

a

O.t

-4'3 9
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(CHCIPTICON' SR - 'GREAT MILLS SR)

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO .MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*

4 ST MARYS COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

SKILL AREAS

0 , , VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION 'LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL
SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY.. DIFFER.. AVERAGE MARY- OIFFER...AVERAGE MARy.. DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY.. DIFFER..

glAS
,

LAND
GE NORM

ENCE LAND ENCE
GE

LAND ENCE
GE

LAND.
41

ENCE.

CHOPTICON SR HIGH-

GREAT MILLS SR HIGH

9 96.2 7.43 7.85 ...42 7.73 7.67 +.06 7.67 ' 7.81 -.14 8.09 7.97 +.12

41%9 100.7 8.19 A.30 -.11 8.26 8.15 +.11 7.55 8.18 -.33 8.20 8.40 -.20

i SEE CHAPTER a SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (.1ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

4,

VD
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LOCAL SCHOOL SYSTEMEVEL--ACCOUNTABILITY ASSESSMENT INFORMATION

4.19 SOMERSET COUNTY

School System Goals and ObjectiVes
41

A. Somerset Count School System Goals'. Based upon the
State-wide Goals in Reading, Writing, and Mathematics, adopted by
the Maryland State Board of Education, Somerset County has
developed the following Local System Goals:

In Reading, each student upon completion oi his elemen-
tary-secondary reading program should be able to:

1.A.,Identify his own purposes for using print and non-
,print materials.

1,p. Select from a wide 'variety of available print ;and
nonprint materials which are suitable both in level
of difficulty and in content.

2.A. Identify; and apply a system - he can use for recoq-
nizing, words and determining their appropriate'

meaning. Such a system includes skills of picture,
context, structural, phonic, and authority (i.e.,
glossary, dictionary, peer) clues.

441
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2.B. Pronounce words and understand their appropriate
meanings according to his ability.

3.A. Determinie the intent of the communication by iden-
tifying the pattern of thought (e.g., style, time,
mood, cause-effect, sequence) used by the authorwhen using materials on his own level.

3.B. Ask a variety of questions which causes him to
think literally (i.e., reading the lines)i
critically (i.e., reading between the lines); and
creatively (i.e., reading beyond the lines) about
materials on his level and within his own experi
ences, and to find suitable answers to those

!
questions.

4.A. Follow directions commensurate with his ability.

4.B. Locate references commensurate with his ability and
needs.

4.C. Gain information necessary for him to function in
society.

4.D. Understand and correctly, complete forms necessary
for his everyday living.

4.E. Experience personal development.

5. Have a positive attitude toward reading indicated
by an interest in reading and a desire to read.

In Writinv, each student upof completion ofIlis elemen-.
tary-secondary writing program should be, able to:

1.A. Record his thoughts and feelings for his personal
use, observing appropriate linguistic form, levels
of usage', and conventions of rhetoric and mech6mics
according to his ability.

1.B. Communicate his thoughts and feelings to 'others,
observing appropriate linguistic form, levels of
usage, and conventions of rhetoric and mechanics
according to his ability.

2.A. Communicate in writing in a social situation,
observing accepted conventions according to' his
needs and ability.

2.B. Communicate in writing in a business or vocational
'situ.dtion,'observing the'accepted conventions of
writing.

4,

4 4 :2
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2.C. Write in a scholasti,c, situation observing accepted
conventions of writineaccording to his needs and
ability.

3.A. Recognize the necessity of writing for a variety. of
personal and social needs.

3.B. Write to fulfill personal and social needs.

3.C. Have a positive attitude toward writing indicated
by an interest in writing and a desire to write.

3.D. Obtain personal satisfaction in his creative efforts
in writing.

In Mathematics, each Somerset County student, according
to his needs and abilities upon completion of the required' mathe-
matics courses, should be able to

1.A. Recall mathematical facts.

1.B. Recognize mathematical symbols.

1.C. Recognize and/or recall terms and definitions.

1.D. Identify and name geometric figures.

2.A. Perform basic operations.

2.B. Solve simple equations and inequalities.

2.C. Demonstrate the ability to use graphs, charts,
tables and measuring instruments.

2.D. Solve open sentences and mentally perform arith-
metic operations.

3.A. Understand the concept of number.

3.B. Demonstrate an understanding of the concepts
associated with place, value, number systems, sets,
whole numbers, fractions, decimals, percent ratio,
proportion and measurement.

3.C. Demonstrate an understanding of the process and
properties of addition, subtraction, multiplication
and division.

3.D. Understand the basic concepts of geometry.

.3t
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3.E. Demonstrate the ability to make the, following types,
Of translation

verbal to mathematical
mathemati al to verbal
mathematical to mathematical
mathematical to physical
physical to mathematical
verbal to verbal

4.A. Analyze and select'the processes necessary to
,determine the solution of a problem.

4.B. Use a logical sequence in the solution of problems
needed in his everyday living.

4.C. Estimate a'reaso4able answer foF a problem.

5.A. Transfer and utilize mathematical reasoning and
knowledge to the solution of Mathematical problems
and life situations.

5.B. Recognize a problem, state the problem,,formulate
hypothesis, and ascertain if theproblem has a
unique solution.

C. Transfer and use knowledge in new situations.

5.D. Plan for the future using mathematical reasoning
to make decision's.

5.E. Use mathematical processes functionally in original
and recreational situations.

'6.A. Realize contributions of mathematics to
civilization.

6.B. Recognize the contributions that mathematics makes
to society.

6.C. Demonstrate an appreciation of mathematics by parti .

cipating in the study of mathematics beyond that
which is required.

6.D. Haye a positive attitude, toward mathematics indi-
cated by an interest in increasing his proficiency
in mathematics.

r
4.4 1
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B. Comments on the Accountability AssessmentrProgram
'Results: This County is basically pleased,with the procedures
for accountability with certain refinements. We understand that
the results are limited to reading, writing and arithmetic skills,
,and.we recognize that there is more to education of a youngster
than.the "three Rs," no ehtter'how .important they as skills may be.

We have reviewed our results, and as is true with any
procedure, we could react with pride, we could'defend, or we could
attempt to justify. We wish to do none of these, but if we had
to, we would lean toward pride.

C. Concerns: There are several concerns that hatre been
either identified or re-intensified as a result of our review of

the test results:

Why was there a rLative decrease in grade
achievement as the age of the students increased?

Our test results were all positive when equated to
IQ and socioeconomic factors, with the exception of
four schools all of which have enrollments less than

one hundred students. Did the Size of the test
sample adversely affect.our scores or are these
schools not providing educational opportunities
equal to larger schools?

We are concerned with the number of students who
scored below national norms for grade level but
are encouraged by the scores as corrected for
IQ and socioeconomic factors.

. We are concerned that we do not overreact and
place a disproportion of our efforts toward skills.
We must insure that skills are taught but we must
also insure that effort is directed to the total
scheme of a broad educational pattern.

We are concerned with our limited financial resources
and the extent to which these low per-pupilrexpen-
ditures may have adversely affected our results.
Everything else being equal, would higher per-pupil-
expenditures have improved our results?

We are concerned that, as indicated by data
presented, 75% of our population, 25 years and older,
have not completed secondary school. What influence
does this have on our students' motivation?

D. Accomplishments: It seems only proper and just to iden-

tify what we feel are several accomplishments or factors that lead

to the success of our test results.



1. We are'pleased that our.te8t results as equated
to socioeconomic factors, Table 5, and Table 4
which is statistically controlled for nonverbal
ability present Somerset,County in a most favorable
position.

2. We are pleased with the dedication of the total
staff of the Board of Education. Faculties are
concerned with the welfare and achievement of
students in proportion to ability.

3. We are pleased with. the number of Federal. and
State' programs that have offered broader
experiences to students and have encouraged
greater individualization. This effort should be
continued and further expanded into the secondary
level.

Z. . Future: There are several factors which we must con-
sider from the,presented results and from the procedures to'follow:

0

We must make the public aware of bOth strengths
. and weaknesses, as identified by the accountability
process. Hopefully, the public will support that
which they understand.

We shall continue to stress the fundamentals of
education but not to permit a diminution of other
goals of education as identified by the State,
county and school goals.

We shall continue to look critically at future
test results to determine how. we can continue to
improve and to evaluate where we have been success-
ful, so this may be shared as to programs, pro-
cedures and techniques.

We shall review the concerns as 1:1inted to assist
this county in its educational direction.

As children experience greater success in the basic
skill areas, it should lead to a broadening of
their educational horizons. This then should cause
a decrease ofvthe low socioeconomic posture of
our current adult population as it matures.

4 4 ;.
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As we continue our efforts in the improvement
of basic skills, we must continue to make-instruc-
tion meaningful and relevant to the learner.

Student test results have been shared with
schools, teachers, and parents, to assist in the
continued process of individual need assessment
and learning.

As the evaluation process develops as Mandated,
we plan to continue our assessment of,our
educational goals and objectives.

,Realizing the potential as identified in' our Community
and Public School Resources Profile, we are pleased and proud
°X our achievements. However, we do not intend to become com-
placent, and we do desire the best available for our students.
This county alone can't do the job. A county with a limited
assessable base of loblolly pines and marsh land is handicppped.
We seek additional assistance. All students regardless of the
incident of birth in the State of Maryland deserve an equal
opportunity for learning and equal facilities and equipment to
learn.

4'
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SOMERSET COUNTY

TABLE 14. .COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE*"

A. COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS

(1)

TOTAL
POPULATION '

'

12)

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME

....I

13)

:PERCENT
DISADVANTAGED ..

SCHOOL AGE. CHILDREN
18,924 15.890' 45.6

(4)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
HALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

(5)1 ,!,

It

EDUCATIONAL LEVE1140*
FEMALES*25 YEARS" -''''
OF AG ORAILDER t'

(MEDIAN ZCHOO.YEARt)

TO .

9.6

B. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPTEMBER, 1973)

(6)

TOTAL
SCHOOL

EMI/LINEN'.

17)

AVERAGE
TEACHER
SALARY

(8)

' AVERAGE
ADMINISTRATOR

SALARY

(9)

AVERAGE
YEARS

TEACHING
.EXPERIENCE

(10)

AVERAGE
YEARS

ADMINISTRATOR
EXPERIENCE

4.421 $8,777 6 :loose '9.8 , 21.0

(11)

PERCENT STAFF
"MASTERS'DEGREES

OR ABOVE

(12)

SCHOOL LEVEL
PUPIL/STAFF

RATIO

(13)

PERCENT
AVG. DAILY
ATTENDANCE

11.7 20.2 94.0

C. FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972.1973 SCHOOL YEAR)
'

(14)
.

TOTAL
PER PUPIL

COST
.

(15)
)1

'PER PUPIL
INSTRUCTIONAL

COSTS

(16)

PERCENT '-'

EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO
INSTRUCTION

(17)

PER PUPIL
ADMINISTRATIVE
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

COSTS
1818.52 $5111.86 71.2 $22.34

Jlei
PERCENT EXPENSES

ALLOTTED TO
ADMINISTRATION
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

(24)

PER PUPIL
PUPIL PERSON..
NEL SERVICES

COSTS

(20)

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

PUPIL PERSONNEL
SERVICES

2.7 16.19 0.8

*SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS APIDASOURCES
OFDATA PROVIDED IN THIS. TABLE.
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0

........... COUNTY.

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE),

AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT GRADE EQUIVALENCE),

BY SKILL AREAS

94

SKILL
AREAS

(1)

GRADE

(2)

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLEE,)*

(3)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED *O

(4)

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

(5)
AVERAGE
STANDARD

AGE
SCORE
(SAW

(6)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(7)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
4GE)44

(8)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(I)

VOCABULARY

3 350 98.00 9 92.7 . 15.65 3.17 1.03

5 /59 100.00
...

9 91.6 16.00 . 4.81 -1.42

7 419 94.51 5 90.2 16.28 6.18 '1.79

9 367 81.47
. 3 93.4 14.28 Ta2 1.98

(2)

READING
COMPRE-
HENSION

3 350 98.00 9 92.7 15.6 3.33 1.12

359 100.00 9 91.6 16.00 4.98 1.35

7 419 94.51 , 5 90.2 16.28
C

6.31 1.61

9 367 81.47 3 93.4
1.*. 14.28 7.78 1.72

13)

SPELLING

3 350 98.00 9 92.7 15.65 3.89 1.37

5 359 100.00 9 91.6 16.00 5:65 1.67 '

7 419 94.51 5 90.2 16.28 6.71 2.09

367 81.47 3 93.4 14.28 8.24 2.23
.u.

14)

CAPITAL-
IZATION

3 350 ..98.00 9 92.7 15.65 3.60 1.31

5 359 240.00 9 91.6 16.00 4.e5 1.51.

7 419 94.51 5 90.2 16.28 6.48 2.02

9 367 81.47 3 93.4 14.28 8.33 2.10

(5)

PUNCTUATION'

3 350 98.00 9 92.7 15.65 3.79 1.35

5 359

.

100.00 , 9 91.6 16.00 5.17 1.50

7 419 94.51 5 90.2 16.28 5.97 1.84

9 367 81.47 3 93.4 14.28 7.88
t A-%
w 2.13

AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.

*NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED'SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.

STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE
ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION.

THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 100; NATIONAL SD o 16.

GRADE EQUIVALENCE 1GC) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE

NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3,, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMA.LE 3.71 5.7, 7.7, 9.4t VARYING SLIGHTLY

FOR 'EACH SKILL AREA.
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SOMERSET COUNTY

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE,STANDARD. AGE SCORE),
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),.

BY SKILL AREAS

(CONTINUED)

SKILL.
AREAS.

(1)

--

GRADE

(2)

4

NUMBER OF.
STUDENTS
ENROLLED *

(3)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED **

(4)

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

(5)
AVERAGE

STANDARD
AGE

SCORE
(SAS) t

(6)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(7)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
(GE) tt

(6)

STANDARD.
DEVIATION

(SD)

(6)

LANGUAGE
USAGE

3 350 98.00 4 92.7 15.65 3.47 1.25

5 359 100.00
A

9 91.6 16.00 4.94 1:49

7 419 94.51 5 90.2 16.21 6.18 1.19

9 367 01.47 3 93.4 14.2 7.79 1.99

(7)

LANGUAGE
TOTAL

3 350 98.00 9 92.7
.....

15.65. 3.69 1.13

5 359 00.00 9 . 91.6 6.00 5.16. 1.32

7 419 94.51 5 90.2 16.28 6.34 . 1.70

.9 367 81.47 3 93.4 14.28 .8.06

.

1.80

V
(8)

MATHEMATICAL
CONCEPTS

3 350 98.00 9 92.7 15.65 4.21 .92

5

.

359

o

100.00 14 91.6 16.00 4.98 1.15

7 419 94.51 5 90.2 16.28 6.49 1.39

367 81.47 3 93.4 .4.28 7.76 1.66

J9)

MATHEMATICAL
PROBLEMS

3 350 , 98.00 9 92.7 15.65 . 3.34 1.06

5 359 100.00 %r` 91.6 1" 160.0
.

4.97
...--v

1.25

7 419 94.51
.--,

.

16.21 6.41 ' 1.50

9 367

.....-.....--

/..

81.47, 3 93.4 14.28 7.85 1.75

(10) 3 350 98.00 9 92.7 15.65 3.28 .94

MATHEMATICAL
TOTAL

5 Al09. 100.00 9 91.6 16.00 4.9 1.11

7
, 419 94:51 S 90.2 16.2 6.45 1.32

9 367
.-,

J41.47
4i7 '

3 93.4 14.28 7.80 1.56

.10 AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.

** NUM1ER STUDENTS TESTED .SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73g EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.

t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION.
mg MEANS FOR .THE NATIONAL. NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9,ARB 100, NATIONAL SD 16.

tt GRADE 9QUIVALENQE (GE) DERIVED FROM IOHA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE
NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7,. AND 9.4r VARYING SLIGHTLY
FOR EACH SKILL AREA.
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(CRISFIELD I - SOMERSET JR)

TABLE 3.' SCHOOL LEVEL- COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE*

v

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
PERCENT PERCENT

PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN
TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS STAFFGRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S DISAD.. EDUCA- FAMILYORGANI.. ENROLL- STAFF. ATTN.. DEGREE VAN-. TION OF INCOMETEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.

2ATIOA ((ENT RATIO DANCE OR 'MOVE TAGED MOTHER (1)SCHOOL NAME (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (71 (I) (9) (10) (11) (12)

CRISFIELD 1

111 CRISFIELD 3

K75

1..5

330

232

'..

23.6

23.2

95.8

98.0

13.0

9.0

GREENWOOD0 4-6 309 20.6 96.6 10.0 '

MT VERNON 1 1.-3 47 23.5 96.9 1.0

MT VERNON 2 X.4-6 65 26.0 97.3 1.5

PRINCESS ANNE K -3 371 26.5 95.9 13.0

TYLERTON K -6 26 26.0 96.8 1.0

WESTOVER CONSOLID 1(.6
. 340 22.7 95.8 13.0

CARTER G WOODSON 6*8 359 21.1 .92.8 15.0

DEAL ISLAND. K -9 290 24.2 95.3 10.0 '

EWELL 83 27.7 94.5 3.0

MARION 326 22.5 95.3 12.5
*

CRISFIELD S1l JR, 9-12 485 15.9 90.3 28.4

SOMERSET JR. 7 -9 612 18.5 92.4 31.0 .

SEE APPENpIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

451

4-444

1.0 11.1 17.0 7.1 21.5

1.0 16.1 22.5 10.0 31.3

c
1.0 9.5 19.0 20.0 19.9

1.0. 1.0 20.5 O.0 -. 11.8

1.0 10.7 15.9 0.0 12.8

1.0 12.1 30.0 7.1 22.0

0.0 8.0 9.0, 0.0 49.2

2.0 9.0 33.0 2.3.3 31.8

2.0 9.6 11.5 11.8 29.8

2.0 12.7 25.0 8.3 73.5

0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 42.8

2.0 12.6 14.3 13.8 31.9

2.0 11.2 15.1 14.5 29.4

2.0 8.7 23.0 12.1 22.5

9.3
.. -.-

5663.0

9.3 5663.0

10.6 7835.0

9.1 7063.0

9.1 1063.0

10.6 7835.0

7.7 3919.0

10.1 7015.0

9.3,' 5660.t.
/

9.3 3386.0

7.1 4170.0

8.6 4913.0

9.0 5387.0

10.3 7566.0



(CRISFIELD 1, - SOMERSET JR)

SOMERSET COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSIEM

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT. TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
'AREAS,. WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY
CON1 ROLLED*

p

.
SKILL AREAS

VOCA8uLARY . REAuING COMPREHENSION LANOOAOE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE

SAS GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER.. AVERAGE
ENCE

RE

MARY..

LAND.
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAIE
ENCE

OE

MAR,.
LAND
NORM

DIFFER.

CRISFIELD I 3 80.5 3.19 2.80 4.39 3.31 2.84 4.47 3.84 3.23 .61 3.46 3.00 .46

4,45 5 92,4 4.64 4.51 4.13 5.02 , 4.62 4.40 4.70 4.84 .14 4.84 4.90 -.06

CRISFIELD 3 95,7 3.59 3.27 ' 6.$? 3.61 3.31 .30 4.11 3.68 4.43 3.63 3.40 +.43

5 101,2 5.37 5.27 +.10 5.67 5.33 4.34 5.75 5.51 4.24 5.54 5.55 .04

GREENAnOU 92.6 4.99 4.53 +.46' 4.98 4.64 .34 5:29' 4.86 .43 501 4,91 ,10

MT yEaNON 1 3 94.0' 3.37, 3.16 .21 3.24 3.20 ,.04 3.62 3.50 4.04 3,28 3.30 -.02

MT vEmNON 5 92,5 4.41 4.52, -.11 5.07 4.63 44 4.78 4.85 4.67 4.90 -.23

PRINCEs5 A.4NE 3 96.2 2.95 1.30 ,35 3.34 3.35 4.0i 4.30 3.71 "..21, 34-5- 3.42 4..29

)

T7CENIoN 3 87.3 2.70 2.73 -.03 4.23 2.76 .1.47 2.n0 3.16 -.36 2.40 2.94 -.54

S 98.3 3.67 5.02 ..I.35 4.140 5.10 -.70 5.20 5.29 -.Oa 4.20 5.33 -1,13

WESTOVFR CunsOLIO 3 90.0 3:07 /4. 2.90 ,.1' 3.10 2.94 4.16 3.53 3.33 4.20 2.Q3 3.06 -.15

6 85.0 4.23 3.86 +.35 . 4.48 4.03 .45 4.91 4.20 4.65 4.48 4.35 4.13

CARTER G 1140050N. 7 94.9 617 6.26 r"4,441 6.71 6.35 .36 6.62 6.50 4.12 6.79 6.68 .11

il,

DEAL 15LANo 3 93.7
5 94,0

3.25
4.98

30,4
4.65

401
4.33

3.23
.4.85. 1341:

4.(11
;.7)44

3.66
4.96

4.2P
4.11

3.46
5.22

3.49
5.01

.19
4.21

7 87.9
9 91,9

6.00
8.02 ;::: :::n

5.93
8.00

5.65
7.25

4.26
4.81

.5.99
7.65

5.88
7.51

4.11
4.34

E7,...111 6.02
.62

16
#.10

ULLA. 3 42,0 3.44 3.08 4,36 3.42 3.12 .30 3.53 3.50 .01 2.65 3.24 -.36

b' 93,0 5.11 4,56 ,,53' 4.90 4.67 4.31 5.49 4.89 4.60 '5.09 4.44 4.15

I 7 85,5 5.63 5.22 .41 5.58 5.42 4.16 6.44 5.67 4.77 6.73 5." 4,93

.

MARION .3 87.5 3.20 2.74 4.46 3.29 2.77 4.52 3,62 3.17_ 4.44 3.10 2415 .23

5 83,6 4.75 3,76 4.99 4,91 3.91 1.00 5.16 14,16 4 +.98 5.07 4.24 4.83

7 91.0 6.49 5,63
..

0.66 6.41 5.96 4.45 6.40
.
6.16 4.44

6
6.87 6.31 4.56

CMISF1FLD SH Jh 9 944. 7.99 7,94 4.05 11.06 7.76 4.30 0.24 7.95 4.29 8.27 8.09 4.18

SOMERSET JA 7 80.1 5.04 5.51 4.43 6.20 5.67 .53 * 6.71 5.90 .31 6.43 6.04 & .19

9 91.7 Lz7.51 7.41 4.18 7.57 7.22 .35 7.96 7.49 4.47 7.51 7.54 =00

ACCOMPAAYING4DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 141
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( SFI 1 - SDKRSET JR)

TABLE' 5. R\

ELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORM'S,' BY.ARAS WITH' INONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUSTATI ST MALL?. -CONTROLLED*

U

SOMERSET COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

scmooL NAME

HI'SFIELD 1 \ 4-2

CkISF 1FLD 3 ;

omEEN;moo -

.1.17 V6NON 1

MT VERNON 2

,., PRINCESS ANNE: .
.

._

TYLERTON

.
,.

WESTOVER CONSOLIO

cART2i, .6 w000SON

EWLIA.

MAKION

cmr*JFIELO SR JP

50:4ENSET JA

SiILL AREAS

s VOCABULARY , .REA041.16 COMPREHENSION': :LANGUAGE TOTALlt MATHEMATICAL TOTAL'.
GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY* DIFFER.. AVERAGE MARY* DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY*. DIF.fiErlL

E NORM GE NORM
LANG ENCE .LAND EHOESAS "G

ANG. ENCE LAND ENCE - ..

,GE NORM G . NORM A r,-

3 88.5 19
5 92.4 , .64'

3 95. 3.59
5 .101.2 5.37

5 . 92.6 °4.99

3 94.0 3.37

92.5 4.41

3 96.2 2.95
'..

)

87,3 2.70
5 95,3 3.67

4

5 85.0 4.23
3 98.8' 3.07

7 94.9 6.6Z,

3 93.7 3.25
5 94.0 4.98
7 87.9 6.00
9 91.9 Af..02

3 92.8 3.44
5 93.0 5.4
7 85.5 5.63

3` 87,5 - 3.20
5 83.6 4.75
7 91.0 6.49

9 96.3 7.49

88.1 5.94
9 91.7 7.51"

C
2.75 +.44 3.31
4.32 .4..32 5.02

.

3.16 +.44 3.61
4.90 +.47 5.07

4.50 +.49 4.98

3`.07 +.30 3.24

.4
4.47 . +.04 5.07

3.261 -.31 3.34

2.61 4..(09 4.23
4.55 ....se * 4.40

2.88
::3 ::4:

4.

6.21 +.46 - 6.71.

3.03* +.22-, 3.23
4.35 ,, +.62 0 4.85
5.40 +.60 5.93
T.12 +.90 8.06

2.93 +.51 3.42
4.22 +.89 * 4.98
5.25 +.38 5.58

2.67, +.53 3.29
3.68 +1.07 4.91
5.81 +.6A 6.41

7.64 +.35 8.06

5.62 +.42 6.20
7.36 +.15 7.57

i r
2.80 -. +.4:81' 3.84H 3.21 +.63 * 3.46 2.98 +.4811.4.49 +.53 4.70 4.79 '..09 ..4.144 4.83 +.01 4,

.

..

)

3.25 4.36, 4.11 '3.64 !....47 3:83 3.35 4.485.09 +.511' 5.75 5.38 4.37 -5.59 5.41' +.18

4.63' +.35 5+29 A.84 +.45 5.01 .' 4.89 ', +.12
. .

3.14 +.10' 3.62 3.53 +.09 3.28 , 3.27 +.01

4..51 +.56 476 4.84 *.06 4.67 4.01 ..4121
1

R

3.33 +.01 3:50 3.70 -.20

2.67 +1.56 * 2.80 3.09 -.29
4.76 -.36 5.20 5.16 +.04

2e92 +.18 3.53
4.07 .+.41. 4.41

, .4.31 +.60,
3.32 +.21

".. .6

4.14 3.40 27

2.40
4.20

2.93
4.48

2.89
5:19-

308
4.38

*

6+34,-. ,+.4I 6.62 6.46 +.16 6.79 6:73 +.06
.

3.13 '''' +:10 3.84 3.53 +.31
4.55 .1 +.29 5:07

5.78 +.21
4.03 +.24

5.61 +.32 5.99
7.18 +.88,* 7.65 7.28 +.57

3.48
5.22
6.18
7.72

'3;23
4.8k
5.47
7.50

3.02 +.40 3.53 3.43. +.10 2.68 '3.184.42 +.56 5.49 4.81 +.68 * 5.09 4.645.46 +.12 6.44 , 5.73 +.71 6.73 5.97a

2%72 +.57 * 3.62 3.13 +.49 3.1s1.4 +1.07 * 5.16 5.07
5.80 +.43 6.60

4.18
:::; * 6.87

2.92
4,24
6:42

1'45
+.34
4.21
+.22

*.50-*
*+.28
+.76 *

+.26
+.83 *
+.45

7.76 +.30 8.24 7.79 +.45 0.27 8.06 +.21
I

5.68 +.52 6..21 5.92 +.29 6.23 ' 6.04 +.197.22' +.35i 7.96 7.46 +.50 7.51 7.58 -.07.

:

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION
FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK'(*)' ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENDEg4CORES.

r
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LOCAL SCHOOL SYSTEM LE/EL--AZCOONTABILITY ISSESSMENT INFORMATION

4,21 TALBOT COUNTY

School System Goals and'Objectives

A. Goal and Objective Activities. In order to implement the
Accountability Law, a number of meetings were held to involve pro-
fessionals. These aeggions, followed rather intensive meetings,
conducted by the State Department of Education, to give direction to,
the whole process and to the whole area of accountability. . .Our first
workshop. in Talbot CountIiinvOlved all of the instructional supervisors.
At these sessions, cbuntlGoals in Reading, Writing, and Mathematics
were formulated:., Each County Goal was developed so as to be compatible
with and consistent with the corresponding State Goals.

One of the State Goals in Reading is: "Each student will be
able it° use a word recognition system." A Talbot County Goal compatible
with this State Goal is: "Each student will demonstrate that a word
'recognition system has been mastered." A School Objective related to
this County Goal is: 'Each student will recognize that letters may
vary in their sounds in different words."

B. Talbot County Public School System Goals. Baged upon the
State-wide Goals in Reading, Writing, and Mathematics, adopted by the
Maryland,,State Board of Education, Talbot County has developed the
following local system goals:

454
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In Reading, each student should be able to:

1.A. Identify personal purposes fOr using print andL_

. - .nonprint matexials.

1.B., Select from a wide variety of available print and
nonprint materials which are suitable both in level
of difficulty and in content.

2.A. DeMonstrate that a word recognition system has been
mastered.

2.B. Pronounce instantaneously'and simultaneously words
and identify their appropriate meanings.

3.A. Demionst-r-ate the ability to comprehend reading material0
-commensUtate with the ability of the -students.

3.B. Demonstrate the ability to ask appropriate questions
, and to find reasonable answers.based on experience

and knowledge about the content be4ng discussed or
read.

4.A. Demonstrate the ability to follow directions.

4.B. Demonstrate the ability tO locate references.

4.C. Demonstrate the ability to obtain information:

4..D. Demonstrate the ability to utilize print and nonprint
materiali for personal satisfaction.

Demonstrate the ability to understand .fOrms.

5.A., Demonstrate an interest in a wide variety of reading
materials.

5.B. Demonstrate a positive attitude toward reading, indi-
cated by an interest in reading and desird'to fead.

In Writing-, each student who has, completed the Talbot County
Writing Program should be able to:

1.A. Record his thoughts and feelings for his own use,
observing appropriate linguistic form, levels of usage
and conventions of rhetoric and mechanics.

1.B. Communicate his thoughts and feelings to others,
observing appropriate linguistic form, levels of usage
and conventions of rhetoric, and mechanics.

2.A. Write in a social situation, observing accepted con-
ventions of writing.

4-448
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. . Write'in a business or vocational situation, observing
the accepted conventions of writing.

2.C. ,WVite in a:vecholastic situation, observing accepted
conventions of writing.

3.A.- Demonstrate the necessity of writing for a variety of

personal and social needs. (Affective Domain)

3.B. Write to fulfill personal and social needs. 1

3.C. Give evidences of satisfaction from writing.

In Mathematics, each Talbot County student, commensurate with

his ability and upon completion of the required, courses, should:

1.A. Demonstrate the ability to count, using a number

system.

1.B. Demonstrate the ability to analyze a number system.

a. Recall mathematical facts
b. Identify mathematical symbgls
c. Compare sizes, shapes, numbers

2.A. Demonstrate the ability to use a numerical'system and

'make mathematical computations.

a. Perform the operations of addition, subtraction,
multiplication, and division

b. . Mentally perform arithmetic. operations

2.B. Demonstrate the ability to solve eimple equations
involving one unknown.

3.A. Exhibit skill in making and/or interpreting graphs from

raw data:

3.B. Iclentify and describe some ofthe common geometric shapes.

3.C. ,Express verbally the understanding of mathematical
concepts and procesbes.

4.A. Demonstrate skill and knowledge necess1ary to solve

problems'.

4.B. Demonstrate a logical sequence in the solution of verbal

problems.

5. Demonstrate the existence of a problem, state it formally,
list the hypothesis and state if it had a unique solu-

tion.



6.A. Explain the contribution that mathematics has madeto the progress of civilization.

6.B. Eichibit a general understanding of sets and logic.

6.C. Demonstrate the ability to use measurement and
understand some of the basic concepts related toprobability.

C. Comments on the Accountability Assessment Program Results.
.From an examination of Table 5, which shows the relationship of achieve-mentby skill areas to' Maryland norm with nonverbal ability scoresand socioeconomic status statisticall controlled, some statementsconcerning student progress in vocabul ry, reading comprehension,total language, and mathematics may be made.

1. There are 34 pluS differences out of a total of56 scores.

a. The number of plus scores greater than, 3 months isthree and the number of scores less than minus 3months is five.

3. In vocabulary, ten of these schools are within the
statistical range of plus or minus 3 months gradeequivalence score.

4. In reading comprehension, nine schools are within the
statistical range of plus or minus 3 months grade
equivalence score.

5. In total language score, ten schools are within the
statistical range of plus or minus 3 months grade
equivalence score.

6. In total mathematics score, ten schools are within the
statistical range of plus or minus 3 months grade
equivalence score.

D. Program Modification Activities. The appraisal and assess-ment of our educational program is an ongoing activity which was givenadditional emphasis during the past school year. All of our profession-als, approximately three hundred teachers, administrators, and supervi-sors, were involved in a two-day workshop. The purpose of this work-shop was to'review and write School Objectives in the areas ofReading, Writing, and Mathematics. These School Objectives werewritten on four levels, namely, the primary level, intermediatelevel, middle school level, and 'secondary school level. All of ourprofessionals contributed to this writing experience.

As a result of the work done during this two-day work sessionmany School Objectives were compiled. The number of School Objectives
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in these three'areas was over one thousand. Following this process,

small committees consisting of approximately five people reviewed_

these School Objectives by school levels'and,edited them. After

being edited, the,School Objectives were then arranged in sequence.

in the-form of a hierarchy. The purpose of this hierarchy is to

give order to' the ,way. in which students progress through the. Talbot

County schools.

'Further emphasis in workshop experiences conducted for

teachers during the-summer of 1974 was given, to this whole area of

reading, writing, and mathematics. At this workshop, teachers

reviewed the School Objectives and formulateddiavnostic tests

'which relate to spcific SChool Objectives. This activity resulted

in the production ofrnumerouS diagnostic exercises and tests. Again,

these activities were arranged according to sequence so that students

could progress in anioaderly fashAn and at their own leaving rate.

This type'f4 programiting in the curriculum areas mentioned

will do much to strengthen the existing curriculum. It was clear

from an analysis of 4e various tables related to the tests in the

basic skill areas that the students in Talbot County compare favor-

ably with ptudents throughout the State. This endeavor to arrange

these skills in a setuential manner will help to reinforce and

strengthen our existing curriculum. .
Furthermore, it will give school

professionals an Opportunity to extend our program for those youngsters

who are highlyv,abie and.tb enrich the existing program for all students.,
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TALBOT COUNTY

TABLE 1. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE*

A. COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS

(1)

TOTAL
POPULATION

12), .

.
MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME

(3)

PERCENT
DISADVANTAGED

SCHOOL AGE'CHILDREN
23.6.82 $8,073 29.6

(4)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
MALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

J5)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
FEMALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER.

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

10.5 11.2

3. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPTEMBER. 1973)

(6)

TOTAL
SCHOOL

ENROLLMENT

(7)

AVERAGE
TEACHER
SALARY

(8)

AVERAGE
ADMINISTRATOR

SALARY

(9)

AVERAGE
YEARS

TEACHING
EXPERIENCE

(10)

AVERAGE
YEARS

ADMINISTRATOR
EXPERIENCE

4.950 $9.745 $15.754 8.5 21.8

(11)

PERCENT STAFF
MASTERS DEGREES

OR ABOVE

(12)

SCHOOL LEVEL
PUPIL/STAFF

RATIO

113)

PERCENT
AVG. tAILY
ATTENDANCE

17.1 16.6 94.3.

C. fINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-1973 SCHODL YEAR)

(14)

TOTAL
PER PUPIL

COST

(15)

. PER PUPIL
INSTRUCTIONAL

COSTS

(16)
..4"'"''PERCENT

EEXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO
INSTRUCTION

(17)

R PUPIL
ADMI ISTRATIVE
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

COSTS
$979.57 $727.26 74.3 24.38

(18)

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

ADMINISTRATION
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

(191

PER PUPIL
PUPIL PERSON-
NEL SERVICES

COSTS

(20)

PERCENT EXPENSES
4 ALLOTTED TO'
PUPIL PERSONNEL

SERVICES
2.5 $9.33 0.9

*SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION
OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED. IN THIS TABLE.
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TALBOT COUNTY

TABLE. 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE),

AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE- EQUIVALENCE),

., BY SKILL AREAS .

SKILL
AREAS

11)

GRADE
,..

12)

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLED*

13)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED**

14)

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

(5)
AVERAGE
STANDARD
AGE
SCORE:
(SAW

(6)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

17)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
(GE)4T

(6)

-.

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

11)

VOCABULARY

3 353 100.00 5 100.4 16.54 3.59 w,4.10

5 '301 100.00 5 100.4 16.37 5.19 1.60

7 409 96.5 2 101.2 15.16 6.69 1.78

9
1

.446 62.74 2 102.5 15.13 8.50 2.03

12)
A

READING
COMPRE-
HENSION

3 353 100.00 5 100.4 16.54 3.66 ,1.19

5 301 100.00 5 100.4 16.37 a 5.24 1.59

7 409 96.58 2 ' 101.2 ,15.16 1 . 6.99 1 1.71

9 e 446 62.74 2 102.5 15.13 8.71 1.78

131

SPELLING

3 353 100.00 5 100.4 16.54 4.41 1.33

5 381 100.00 5 100.4 16.37 5.66 1.73

7 409 96.58 2 101.2 15.16 7.07 1.76

9 446 82.74 2 .102.5 15.13 8.64 2.13

141

CAPITAL- '
IZATION

3 353 100.00 5 100.4 16.54 4.20 1.25

5
.

381 100.00 5 1.00.4 16.37 5.66 1.63

7 409 96.58 2 101.2 15.16 6.96 1.89

9 446 82.74 2 102.5 15.13 8.76 2.12

151

PUNCTUATION

353 100.00 5 100.4 16.54 4.21 1.40

5 381 100.00 5 100.4 16.37 5.41 1.68

7 409 96.58 2 101.2 15.16 6.76 1.94

.9 446 62.74 2 102.5 15.13 8.63 2.06

AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.

* NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.

STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION.

THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 100; NATIONAL SD . 16.

GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SVILLS, FORM 5. 1971, EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE

NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GIDES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7. 9.4. VARYING SLIGHTLY

FOR EACH SKILL AREA.

4G9

4-453



TALBOT COUNTY
4.

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE),
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),

BY SKILL AREAS

(CONTINUED)

SKILL
AREAS

(1)

GRADE

(2)

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLED *

(3)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED *.

(*)

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

(5)
AVERAGE

STANDARD
AGE
SCORE
(SASI t

(6)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(7)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
(GE) +

(8) ..,

STANDARD
DEVIATION
. (SD)

(61

LANGUAGE
USA%

3 353 100.00 5 100.4 16.54 3.90 1.36

5 381 ,. 100.00 1
100.4 16.37 5.34 1.74

- 7 409 96.50' 2 101.2 15.14 6.90 2.02

9 446 82.74 2 102.5 15.13 8.39 2.28

(71t

LANGUAGE
TOTAL

4

3 353 100.00 5 100.4 16.54 4.18 1.16
.

381 100.00 5 '100.4 16.37 5.52 1.50

7 409 96:. 2 101.2 15.16

*

6.92 1.73

9 446 82.74 2 102.5 15.13 8.61 1.89

ial

MATHEMATICAL
CONCEPTS

3 , 353 100.00 5 . 100.4 16.54 3.77 .94

5
' 381 100.00 5 41100.4 16.37 5.30 1.42

7 409 96.58 2 101.2 15.16 7.03 1.53

9 446 82.74 2 102.5 j 15.13 8.34 a 1.84

(91

MATHEMATICAL
PROBLEMS

3 353 100.00 5 100.4 16.54 3.63 1.04

1I

S 381 100.00,

---,

5

T
100.4

101.2

16.37

15.16

5.23

6.76

1.36

1.68
7 409 96.58 2

9 446 82.74 2 102.5 15.13 8.68 1.78

(10)

MATHEMATICAL
TOTAL

3 353 100,40 5 100.4 16.54 3.70 .94

9 381 100.00
.

5 100.4 16.37 5.27 1.30

7 ' 409 96.58 2 101.2 15.16° 6.90 1.49

9 446 82.74 2 102.5 15.13 8.51 1.69

**AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.

St NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A-PERCENTAGE.
.

't STANDARD AGE'StORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTEPY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION.
THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, Tr AND 9 ARE 1001 NATIONAL SD - 16.

?9 GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC, SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THENATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, AND 9.4, VARYINr sLirraLyFUR EACH SKILL AREA.

1
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(CORDOVA - ST MICHAELS)

TABLE 3. SCHOOL. LEVEL_ --COMMUNITY ANY-PUBLIC SCHOOL-RESOURCES
-PROFILE*

.

v
SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

PERCENT PERCENT
PERCENT MEDIAN

.

MEDIAN
TOTAL ' AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS STAFF,GRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE : MASTER'S D1SAD- EDUCA- FAMILYORGAN I- ENROLL- STAFF ATTEN- DEGREE , VAN- TION OF, INCOME.TEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN..ORZATION RENT RATIO DANCE ABOVE TAGED MOTHER (SISCHOOL NAME 11) (2) (3) 14) 15) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) 4121

CORDOVA 212 26.5 ,-9(4.8 1.0 0.0 12.7 0.0 0.0 26.7 10'.1 6750.0

FREDERICK DOUGLASS K-5 366 1941 96.11 18.0 1.0 9.1 10.0 15.0 16.5 11.3 .7979.0

GLENWOOD 445 21.2 95.6 20.0 1.0 13.3 40.0 . 14.3 2712 11..6 11778.u.

IDLEWILD 334 17.6 96.1 18.0-- 1.0 11.6 ,24.0 15.0 27.6 11.6 -0770.0

,.f. : S

TILGHMAN K -6 184 23.0 95.6 7.0 1.0 5.1 19.5 25.0 14:2 10.7 7340.0

I.

UPPER COUNTY 4-6 14t, 20:9. '96.0 6.0 1.0 4.8 10.0 14.3 25.6 10.7 7464.0

C.)

WHITE'MARSH K-6 306 19.1 96.2 15.0 1.0 6.5 26.0 6.3 22.1 11.2 8201.0

EASTON MIDDLE '' 6-8 037 19.0 94.5 42.0 2.0 12.7 16.5 22.7 26.7 11.3 11349.0

ST MICHAELS MIDDLE 6-8 266 14.0 96.0 1 18.0 1.0 9.7 8.0 31.6 18.6 11.0 7771.0

EASTON HIGH 9-12 1108 17.6 .91.5 60.0 3.0 10.5 20.5 22.2 25.9 11.3 8283.0

ST MICHAEL} HIGH 9-12 396 '13.7 92.2 27.0 2.0 7.9 22.0 24.1 lea 11.0 7665.0

* SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

a

(1 2,
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(CORDOVA --ST MICHAES)`
. )

ABLE f.ELATION OF ACHIEVE NT 70.MARYLAND NORMS,, BY SKILL

AREAS, WITH NONVERB L ABILflY STATWICALLY
)CONTROLLED*

*
TALUOI COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

SK/L1 AREAS
s

4 ***** *
4444 4

r .

VOCABULARY.,

.

. READING'COMPREEIENSIM
LANGUAGE TOTAL -' MATHEMATICAL TOTALA .- -

SCHOOL NAME
.

GRADE AVERAGE" AVERAGE NARY..
,

LAND
SAS GL NORM

. '

COHOUVA 3 107.7 485 3.68

PHLDENICK DOUGLASS
4

3
b

99.5
104.7

3.67 ',
5.60 '

'3.47
5.34

51.1No000 5 150.0 5.30 5.08

IULLAILO 3 102.2 3.72 3.64

TILGHMAN 4 '95.5 3.26' 3.22
5 100.2 5.11 4.99

.
uPpitt COUNTY 5 99.3 46 4.93

..

WHITE MARSH 3 90., 2.94 2.95
.5 97.0 4.40 4.84

EASTO:4MIWLE 7 101.3 6.70 6.87

SI MICHAELS 7 101.1 6.68 6.84

0

EASTOWHIal 9 103.2 8.60 8.51

ST MICHAELS HIGH 9 100.5' 6.24 6.21

MARY.. .

NORM.

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

MARY..
A.AND
NORM !:

DIFFER-
ENCE

4.38 4.10 4.20 3.97 4.23 .

3.92 P.29 3.71 3.58 4.13

5.65 +.21 5.77 5.69 4.06

5.35 4.25 5.18
5.40

4.09 4.26 3.61 3.72 4.129

3.66 -.37 3.07, : 3.36. -.29

: 5.34 +.21 5.40 5.36 +.02

5.28 -.06 A 5.06 .5.32 -.26

3.37. 4.39 3.08 3.11 -.03

5.14 ..16 4.96 5.19 .23,

6.96 6.76 7.18 -.42

-4

6.93 7.29 7.17 4,12
I)

,8.44 +.33 .8.52 8.73 -.21

6.16 -.01 6.49 6.44. 4.05

DIFFEB4 AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER - AVERAGE

ENCE LAND ENCE LAND

GE NORM GE

-,03 4.00 4.83 "03 4.48

4.20 3.71 3.56 4.15 4.12

4.26.- 5.74' 5.49, 4.25 .5.86
!

+.22 5.25 5.20 4.05 5.60

+OR 5.76 3.74 +.04 4.35

+.06 2.98 3.29 ...31 3.29

+.12 5.25 5.14 4.11 5155

+.03 5.05 5.08 -.03 5.22

. .

-.01 3.10 2.98 +.12 3.76

-.44 4.64 4.97 ...33 408

.I7 6.94 6.93 +.01 6.94

-.16 7.12 6.91 +.21 6.117

4.09 8.64 8.50 4.34 6.77

...08 8.36 8.19 +.17 8.17

SEE CHAPTER 4. SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS Of TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (4)

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.,,

. 463
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CORDOVA.- ST,MICHAELS)

TALOOT COU4TY
,504001. SYSTEM

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMOIT'TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY:SKILL'AREAS,. WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMJC STATUS-.STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*

IMEAS

VOCABULARY READINS COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

MARY- DIFFER. AVERAGE MANY-' DIFFER.
LAND ENCE . LAND ENCENORM GE NORM -:

SCHOoL HA$E GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE

SAS - GE

MAPY-
LAND-
NORM

D'FFE4- AVERAGE MARY-
EKCE LAND

GE , NORM

C$1FFER- AVERAGE
ENCE,

At

CORDOVA 3. 107.7 3485 4.04 ...19
. .. ,

-4.00 4.11 -.11 4.48

FREDERICK 00u0LASS 3 99.5 3.67 3.51 4,16 3.71 3.57 4.14k 4.125 104.7 5.60 5.57 .03- '5.74 5.62 5.46

GLLN409D 5 100.0 5.30 5.17#11' ..14 5.5 5.24 4.01.- 5.60

IOLE4ILO 3 102.2 3.72. 5.68 4.04 3.78 3.75 +.03 4.45

TILoHmAN 3
5

5.5
400.2

3.28
5.11

3.25
5.18

.03
-07

2.98
5.25

3.30
5.25

-.32
4.00

3.09
5.55

UPPVIROUNly b 99.3 4.9b 5.11 -.15 5.05 5.18 -.13 502

WHITE mAR5.1 3 90.3 2.94 2.92 3.10 2.96 +.14 3.765 97.0 4.40 4.91 -.51 4.64 5.00 -.36 4.48

E4STOli MIUuLE 7 101.3 6.70 6.96 -.26 6.94 b.99 -.05 6.04

6 miCHAEL, 7 01.1 6.60 6.94 -.26 7.12 6.17 4.15 6.47

EA5T011 . 9 103.2' 8.60 8.73 -.13 8.84 8.58 .26 8.77

ST MICHAEL:. HIGH 9 100.5 8.24 8..42 -.1,1 8.36 8.26 +.10 4.17

1. SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINIT1045
OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISKACCOMPANYING 4DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

t..

461
4-458

4015 4.05 9.20 , 4.05 4.15

3.92 +.20 3.71
3.60 0.11.5.78 +.06 5.77 5.81 -.04

5.42 ,..111 5.18 5.45, -.28
1

4.09 +.26 3.81 3.75 +.06

3.67 -.34 3.07 3.39 -.325.43 +.12 5.40 5.48 ...08

.

5.37 -.15 5.06 5.41 -.35

3.35 .41 3.08 3.10 m.02.
5.19 m.21 4.96 5.24 ...211

7.07 -.13 6.76 7.27 -.51

7.05 m.18 7.29 7.25 0.04

6.63 +.14 4.52 8.44 -432

8.36 -.19 6.49 8.55 -.0
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LOCAL SCHOOL LEVEL--ACCOUNTABILITY ASSESSMENT-INFORMATION -c

4.22 WASHINGTON COUNTY

School System'Goals and Objectives

WASfliNGTON

A. Goal Setting Activities at the School System and Individual

School Levels. System goals in reading, writing and mathematicsihave

been completed and approved by the MSDE. These goals have been sent

to each county school. Each school has established three (3) commit-

tees which have begun development of their own objectives in each area.

Three half-day workshop sessions have been organized for November 6

and 7, 1974, for chairpersons ofeach school committee. Substitutes

will be provided. Workshops wiallbe conducted by the county-wide

committees. The purpose of the workshops is to assess the progress

of each school committee and to assist with the development of objec-

tives as needed.

B, Count School S Based upon the

State-Wide Goa163natics, adopted by the

Maryland State Board of Education, Washington County has civeloped the

following lodal system goals:

In Reading:

1.A. Each student who has completed the elementary-
secondary school reading program shodld be bl.e

to identify his own purposes for using prilct and

nonprint materials.
'1 E)
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1.B Each student who has completed the elementary-
secondary school reading program should be able
to select materials which are suitable both in
level of difficulty and in,content from 'a. wide
variety of available' print and nonprint materials.

2.A. Each student who=has completed the elementary-
secondary school. reading program should be able
oidentify and,apply a word recognition system.
Such a system includes skills of picture, context,
structural, phonic, and authority (glossary, dic-
tionary, ,and/or peer) clues.

2.B. Each 'student who has completed the elementary-
secondary school reading program should be able
to. pronounce many, words without hesitation and at
the same time identify their appropriate meanings.

3.A. Each student who has completed the elementary-
secondary school reading program should be able
to comprehend various reading materials. Compre-
hension includes understanding the meaning, drawing
inferences, and identifying the style, time, mood,
cause-effect, and/or sequence.

3.B. Each student who has comple.ted the elementary-
secondary school. reading program should be able
to ask a variety of questions about materials read
and to find suitable answers to these questions.
Based on his .own experiences and knowledge of the
content material, the questions should cause the
student to think literally (reading .of thevlines)1,
critically (reading between the lines), and
creatively (reading beyond the lines).

4.A. Each student who hds completed the elementary-
secondary school reading program should be able
to follow directions.

4.B. Each student who has completed the elementary-
secondary school reading program should be able
to locate references.

4.C. Each student who has completed the elementary-
secondary school reading program should.be able
to gain information.

4.D. Each student who has completed the elementary-
secondary school reading program should be able
to understand forms.

4.E. Each student who has completed the elementary-
secondary school reading program should be able
to attain personal reading-habit development.
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.5.A. Each student who has completed the elementary-
secondary school reading program should havea
positive attitude toward reading, indicated .by,

an interest in reading and a desire to read.

In Writing: 4

1.A. Each student who has completed the elementary.
secondary.school writing program,should be able Q.

to - record thoughts and feelings for personal use,

obseiving appropriate linguistic form,Jevels of

usage, and conventions of rhetoric end mechanics.,

1.B. Each Student who has completed the elementary-
, Secondary schbol Writing program should be able

-Eo communicate thoughts and feelings to others

in writing, observing appropriate linguistic forms

levels of usage, and conventions of rhetoric 'and

mechanicS.

2.A. Each student who has completed the elementary-

.
secondary school writing program shouldbe able

to, write in'a social situation, observingappropriate,
accepted conventions of writing.

2.B, tach student who has completed the elementary-
spcondary school writing program should be able

to write in a business*or vocational situation,.

observing appropriate, acceptpd concntions of

.writing.
1

2.C. Each student has 'bompleted the eleMentary-

.
secondary Ischool writing program should be able

to write in a scholastic situation, observing
appropriate, accepted conventions of,writing.

3(4A. Each student who-has completed-the elementary
secondary school writing program should be able

to recogniAe and respond to'the necessity of

writing for a variety of pp2gonal and,social needs

3.p. Ea dh student who has completed/ the elementary-
seeondary school writing program should be able,

to gilie eVidence ofsatisfaction from writing.
4

Irk Ma ematics: (Goal numbers correspond to State

1. lipd 8WIEOletionlbf the elementary-secondary
© mat ematici program, each studeht,shbufd be

a. Rec 1 mathematical fact4-
b. Identify mathematical symbols

c. ,ftecognize mathematical termsand simple

d; Identify common geometric sl3apes
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2. Upon completion of the elementary-secondary schoolmathematics program, each student should be able to:
oa,a., Perform the bda"th 4opeKt14.ons of addition, sub-traction, multiplibatiA7' and divisionb. Solve simple linear equations involving oneunknown

Use basic skills in working with common geometric Ishapes .

d. Demonstrate basic skills in performing-measure-ments

3. Upon completion of the elementary-secondary school,mathematics program, each student should be able to:
a. Understand the concept of number
b.. Understand place value in representing a numberc.,,Understand basic properties of a number systemd., Un4rstand the probess,of computatione. Understand the codcepts related to common

geometric shapes
.f. Understand the concepts related to measurement

4. Upon completion ofthe elementary-secondary schoolmatheMatibs program, each student should be able to:
a. Develop basic skills in,solving mathematicalproblems

5. Upon completion of the elementary-secondary schoolmathematics prOgram, each student should be able to:
a. Utilize and apply mathematical techniques andreasoning in the solution ,of personal andsocietal problems'

6. Upon completion of'the elementary-secondary schoolmathematics program, each student should be able to:
a. Recognize the significpnce of mathematics to theprogress of civilization
b. Recognize the occupational and vocational uses ofmathematics

-c. Use .mathematics in, everyday life situations

C. Sample Objectives Sor "Typical" Elementary and SecondarySchools.

,Elementary Reading:

1. Given a choice of topics, a student completing thesecond instructional level will be able to expressorally to his teacher what he would like to know:about the topic of hischoice.
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2. Given a*choice of print and nonprint materials at
I'different reading levels, a student= completing the
third instructional level will ,be able to select
materials on his reading level. .

fti

SeCondary. Reading:,

1. Given a topic and.a variety' of print and nonprint--
uaterials, a student completing the ninth instruc
tionalleyel will be able to identify and list the
specific materials which will serve his purpose.

2. Selecting a topic, a student completing the twelfth.
instructional level will demonstrate ,his ability to
identify purposes for readingabout the topic and to
select both print and nonprint materials at his'instruc-
Jtional reading level by making a multiMedia presenta-
tion.

Elementary Writing:

1. Having verbalized a thought, the student will! be able
to record that thought in an acceptable sentencef
employing the punctuation necessary to express his
meaning.'

2. Given the need-to secure or purchase many items, the
student will be able to make a list.

Secondary Writing:

1. Having heard or created a rhyme or joke he wishes to
remember, the student will be able to write it down.

2. Having organized his thinking and desiring further
to clarify his ideas, the student will be able to
write an essay, observing' accepted conventions of .

writing.

Elementary Mathematics:

1. Given the request by his teacher, the student completing
level 5 should be able to. recall orally, or in written c-

form, the addition and subtraction facts through 18.,

2. A student completing level 5 should be able to write
the fraction symbol for a given part of a whole on a
teacher-made test.

Secondary Mathematics:

1. Given a multiplication sentence, the student completing
the eighth instructional level should .be able to,iden-
tify the 'pro ct and factors 'by labeling them on 'a
teacher -made test.
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2. Given a rational number in decimal form.with up
to-four digits' and no more than two digits to the

-right of the decimal point, a student completing
4 high school should be able to write the number

as a word statement on a teacher-made test.

D. ' Comments on the Results of. Accountability Assessment Program.The Accountability Assessment PrOgram has resulted in .a System-wide
reexamination of instructional priorities. However, care must beexercised to assure that the objectives which are developed gobeyond the lowest levels of the cognitive domain..

E.- Progress of Schools Towards School Goals. In addition tothe development of goals and objectives,in reading; writing andmathematics, Washington County has'developed or is developing
system-wide and school objectives^in the following instructional
areas:

Art-Elementary objectives have been developed for
televised art. On the secondary level, art goals
are on a county -wide basis.

Music-Performance objectives have been developed
for part of the instructional program in instrumental
music. Broad goals'guide the vocal music program.

Science-System-wide and school objectives have been
developed for Science, in line with national objectives.

Social Studies--The social studies curriculum is
guided by broad system objectives. Some background
work has been done to prepare specific objectives
for social studies skills such as map-reading and
using globes and charts.

Physical Education - Goals for physical education
have been developed K-6. Inc uded in the program
are in-scho4Vadivities tra-class activities,
and an evaluation component.

A Career Education - Goals and objectives for career
education, as components of regular instructional
programs, have been developed and are in operation
K-12.

i70
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F. Program Modification Activities. During the reporting year,
program' modification has occurect in elementary mathematics and elemen-
tary language arts. Several pilot programs in reading and writing are
in operation. A new elementary mathematics series has been adopted.

In language arts and mathematics, increased emphasis has been placed
on basic skills mastery.

G. Program Needs. Effective curriculum development requires
broadly-based.planning by those who will be implementing such programs.

There a need for additional funds to convene teachers for this

purpose. Funds would finance either substitutes during school hours

or pay workshop costs in the evenings, on weekends or during the
summer.

t

'171

4-d6.5

a.



WASHINGTON COUNTY

TABLE 1,. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE*

A. COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS

(1)

TOTAL
POPULATION

(2)

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME

(3)

PERCENT
DISADVANTAGED -

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
103,829 $8,778 2701

....--V

e"" (4)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
MALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

,(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

45)

EDUCATIONAL-LEVEL
FEMALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

. (MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

11.4
, 11.5

11. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS 1A5,OF. SEPTEMBER, 1973)

(6)

--
. TOTAL
SCHOOL

ENROLLMENT

(7)
-

AVERAGE
TEACHER
SALARY

(8)
A (9)

AVERAGE
YEARS

TEACHING
EXPERIENCE

(10)

AVERAGE
YEARS

ADMINISTRATOR
EXPERIENCE

AVERAGE
ABMINISTRATOR

SALARY

23,847 $10,697 $15,663 11.8 0 21.6

. ,

-. (11)

PERCENT STAFF
MASTERS DEGREES

OR ABOVE

(12)

SCHOOL LEVEL
PUPIL/STAFF

RATIO

(13)

PERCENT
AVG. DAILY
ATTENDANCE

27.3. ..

-
20.2

(..

95.3

C. FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972 -1973 SCHOOL YEAR)

(14)

TOTAL
PER PUPIL
COST

1 (t5)

PER PUPIL I

INSTRUCTIONAL
COSTS

(16)

PERCENT
EXPENSES

ALLOTTED TO
INSTRUCTION

(17)

PER PUPIL
ADMINISTRATIVE

(CENTRAL OFFICE)
COSTS

$892.08 $ 670.0
$14.79

(18)

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

ADMINISTRATION
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

(19)

PER PUPIL
PUPIL PERSON-
NEL SERVICES

COSTS

(20)

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

PUPIL PERSONNEL
SERVICES

1.7
* -.$7.83 0.9

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE.
n

7
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WASHINGTON COUNTY

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE),
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),

BY SKILL AREAS

SKILL
AREAS

,.

(1)

GRADE

12)

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLW

(3)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED"

(4)

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

(5)
AVERAGE
STANDARD

AGE
SCORE
(SAS)t

(6)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(7)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCZ
(QE),*

(8)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(1)

VOCABULARY

.

3 1725, 98.32 27 100.1 15.72 3.38
,
.1.09

5 1928 100.00 26 103.1 15.85 4.97 1.58

7 1959 97.09 9 10.3.4 16.31 6.74 1.92

1903. 90.86
.

743.9 14.44 1.22 2.16

(2)

READING
COMPRE-
HENSION

3 1725 98.32. 27 100.1 15.72 3.54 1.21

1928 100.00 26 103.1 15.85 .
5.32 1.50

7 1959. 97.09 9 . 103.4 16.31 6.94 ' 1.73

9 1903 90.86 7 103.9 16.65. .
8.31 2.01

(3)

SPELLING

.

3 1725 98.32 27 100.1 15.22, 3.90 1.34
.,1

5 1928 100.00 26 103.1 15.85 5.32 1.73

7 1959 17.09 9 103.4 16.31 6.80
,

2.10

9

I

. 1903 90.86 7 103.9 16.85 7.96

"--4

2.40

(4)

CAPITAL-
IZATION

3 1725 98.32 27 100.1 15.72 3.84 1.30

5 1928 100.00 26' a

/

103.1' 15.05. 5.47

.

1.62

7. 1959 97.09 9 103.4 16.31
..

6.98 2.08

9 1903 90.86 7 103.9 46.85 . 8.12 2.39

(5) .

PUNCTUATION

3 1725 98.32 27 100.1 15.72 4.06 1.41

1928 100.00 26 103.1 15.85 5.51 1.61

7 1959 97.09 9 103.4 16:31 6.74 2.08

9 1903 90.66 7 .103.9 16:8'5 7.85
.

2.32

M AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.

NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 19-74 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENR EXPRESSER AS A PERCENTAGE.

11'
STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION.

THE MEANS FOR. THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR nRADES 3, 5, 7, AND ATIONAL SD a 16.

4 -.

-P GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GC) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF DAiret?.SKILCS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION.' THE MEAN5 IN THE

NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMAT Y 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, 9.4, VARvING SLIGHTLY

FOR EACH SKILL AREA.
"'''.'
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WASHINGTON COUNTY

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE),
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),

BY SKILL AREAS

(CONTINUED),

SKILL
AREAS

(11

GRADE

(2)

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLED *

(3)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED 4.

: (4/

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

(5)
AVERAGE
STANDARD

AGE
SCORE
(SAS) t

(6)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

(7)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
(GE) ''

18)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

A6)

LANG.U4GE
USAGE

3 1725 98.32 27 p.00.1 15.72
a

3.60 1.31

5 1928 100.00 26

1.--
103.1 15.65 5.08 1.73

7 1959 97.09 9 103.4 16.31 6.71 2.09

1903 90.16 7 103.4 16.65 7.63 2.32

17/ A

LANGUAGE
TOTAL

3 1725 98.32 27 100.1 15.72 3.85 1.1e

5 1928 100.00 26 0.03.1 15.65 5.35 1.46

7 1959 97.09 9 103.4 16.31 6.81 1.65

9 1903 90.86 7 103.9 16.65 7.95 2.09

IBI

MATHEMATICAL
CONCEPTS

B. 1725 98.32 ° ' 100.1 1 72 3.68 1.01

5 1928 100.00

r

26 103.1 15 5.87 1.51

7 1959 97.09 9 103.4 16. 1 7A1 1.79

9 '1903 90.86 7 103.9 ' 16.85 ' 8.85 2.06

19/

MATHEMATICAL
PROBLEMS

i 3 1725 98.32 27 100.1 15.72 3.62
.

1.11

5 1928 100.00 26 103.1 15.85 5.47 1.36

7 1959 97.09 9 103.4 16.31

''''

16.85

7.17

8.29

1.65

1.969 1903 90.86 7 103.9

(10)

MATHEMATICAL
TOTAL

3 1725 98.32 27 100.1 15.72 ' 3.66 1.01

5 1928 100.00 26 103.1 15.85 5.67 1.36

7 '1959 97.09 9 103.4
c,

16.31 7.34. 1.62

9 1903 90.86 7 103.9 16.85 1.64 ''r---.9.1

AS OF 9/30/73 ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES. 4.

** NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY N.14.2:R ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED...6j A PERCENTAGE,.

t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIE4 TEST, NONVERBAL BATTEPY, FriRm 1, 1971 EDITION./
THE MEANS .FOR THE NATIONAL'NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 1001 NATIsONAL SD 16.

tt GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORA 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE
NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, /v AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, AND 9.4, VARYIN SLIToHTLY
FOR EACH SKILL AREA.
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(BESTE.R MAUGANSVILLE)

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL--COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE*

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
PERCENT PERCENT

PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN
TOTAL AVERAGE 4

AVERAGE YEARS STAFF
GRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S DISAD- EDUCA- FAMILYORGANI- ENROLL- STAFF ATTEN DEGREE VAN- TION OF (INCOMETEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.ZATION MENT RATIO DANCE OR ABOVE' TAGED MOTHER (S)SCHOOL NAME 111 (21 131 141 (5) (6) (71 la) 19) 110) (11) 112)

RESTER PRE K-6 778 23.9 94.2 30.5 2.0 . 10.3 40.0 16.9 17.8 10.6 7462.0

BOONSJORO ELEM K-5 383 26.2 97.6 13.6 1.0 11.9 11.0 13.7 8.0 11.9 91 1.0

CLEAR SPRING ELEM K-6 596 25.9 96.1 22.0 1.0 13.7 31.6 21.7 11.8 10.8 7077.0

CONOCOCHEAGUE K-6 375 25.2 96.9 14.0 1.0- 13.3 35.0 36.7 11.5 11.0 8524.0

EMMA K DOUR ELEM K-5 309 23.8 96.1 12.0 1.0 11.0 45.0 23.1 14.8 11.1 7976.0

FOUNTAIN ROCK K-5 359 22.4 96.4 15.0 1.0 4.9 23.0 18.7 15.6 11.7 8540.0

FOUNTAINDALE K-5 '527 23.9 96.7 20.0 2.0 14.0 22.8 27.3 4.6 -12.4 11551.0

'29.0 ' Ay,FUNKSTOWN K-5 290 96.9 9.0 1.0 7.9 8.0 20.0 3.9 12.1 4 9615.i.'0

GREENBRIER K-5' 282 23.5 95.5 11.0 1.0 5.1 9.0 33.3 10.0 11.5 8838.0

HANCOCK PRE K-5 451 22.5 96.4 19.0 1.0 20.4 13.0 25.0 16.1 9.2 7127.0

KEEDYSVILLE .- 1-6 105. 21.0 95.9 4.0 1.0 .5 40.0 20.0 24.4 ' 9.3' 7507.0

,,,,,........,.

LINCOLNSHIRE K-(/ 789 24.4 96.9 30.3 2.0 10.2 24.2 1'8.6 6.0 12.2 10345.0,

MAUGANSVILLE K-6 450 26.5 96.9 16.0 1.0 18.8 14.0 17.6 12.3 11.7 9449.0

"' APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

4:1

I
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(BESTER MAUGANSVILLE)

TABLE A. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL 'ABILITY STATISTICALLY
CONTROLLED*

KALHINDTON COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL,

5CHO0L NAME GRADE AVERAGE

SAS

AVERAGE

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
EI,CE

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER-
ENCE

AVERAGE

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENcE

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

-DTFFERL,
VICE

0

nL5TER 3 95.5 2.90 3.21 -.31 3.10 3.29 -.19 3.34 3.66 -.32 3.37 3.36 .01
5 991 4.22 4.91 -.69 4.69 5.06 -.37 4.82 5.27 -.45 5.13 5.31 -.18

Ba4V211R0 LLEM 3 99.5 3.21 3.50 -.29 3.54 3.58 -.04 3.71 3.94 -.23 3.55 3.59
5 106.9 4.71 5.57 -.86 5.25 5.70 -.45 5.25 5.82 -.57 5.96 5.86 .10

sPRI.IG CLEM 3 92.7 3.21 3.07 .14 3.35 3.12 .23 3.57 3.50 .07 3.43 3.23 .20
5 101.5 4.94 5.10 -.16 5.32 5.24 .08 5.17 5.44 -.27 5.40 5.48 -.08

c0%0C0cHEAuuE
4

3 104,3
98.5

3.49
4.70

3,74
4.94

-,25
,r29

4, 3.81 3.85
5.06 0

-.04
.08

4.30
5:00

4.20
5.25

.11
-.25

3.83
5.14

3.82
5.30

.01
-.16

E14:4-1( 0000 ELL" 3 103.2 3.27 3.67 -.40 3.47 3.78 -.31 3.64 4.14 -.50 3.64 3.76 -.12
5 104.5 4.41 5.32 -.91 4.99 5.46 -.47 5.20 5.64 -.44 5.65 5.68 -.03

FL,NIAIII ROCK 3 97.0 3.25 3.35 -.10 3.35 3.42 -.07 3.46 3.78. -.32 3.52 3.46 6.06
5 109.0 5.03 5.67 -.64 5.28 5.81 -.53 5.33 5.95 -.62 5.48 5.98 -.50

FOIMAINUALX 3 106.7 4.15 3.95 .20 4.33 4.05 .28 4.57 4.37 .20 4.41 3.98 .43
5 110.5 5.99 5.92 .07 6.40 6.01 .39 6.43 6.12 .31 6.79 6.15 .64

4.4

FUNhblOWN 3 97,9 3.51 3.43- .08 3.63 3.49 1.14 4.05 3.8% .21 3.65' 3.52 .13
5 107.4 5.44 -17.64 -.20 5.79 5.75 .09 6.10 5.87 .23 6.27 5.91 6.36

GRILI10011.1. 3 97.1 2.97 3.35 -.SA 3.01 3.42 -.41 3.32 3.78 -.46 3.18 '3.46 -.28
5 97,4 4.34 44.91 -.57 4.70 5.02 -.32 4.53 5.18 -.65 4.8d 5.23 -.35

HAWCOCW 3 93.1 3.33 3.03 .35 3.72 3.09 .63 3.92 3.48 .46 3.65 3.23 .42
5 102.6 4.53 5.05 -.52 5.16 5.20 -.04 5.19 - 5.52 -.18 5.56 5.54 .02

10.10Y5VILL.. 3 93.9 2.55 3.08 -.53 2.78 3.14 -36 2.94 3.53' -.59 2.99 1:24" -.28
5 96.0 4.41 4.63 3:22 4.54 4.77 -.23 4.58 5.08 -.50 5.29 5.12 .17

LIW00:5111.4E 3 103.6 3.58 3,76 --.18 3.73 3.85 -.12 4.50 4.19 .31 3,9p 3.81 .17
103.5 5.18 5.41 -.23 5.45 5.50 -.05 9.91 5.62 .29 5.80 5466 .14

MAuGAUSV1LLE 3 98.0 3.64 3.42 .22 3.58 3.48 .10 1.h0 3.84 -.24 3.76 3.52 .24
5 105.7 5.11 5.49 -08 5.24

5.61 . -.37 5.28 5.75 =.97 5.82 5,79 .03

St E CHAPTER 4, SECTIDN 4.1.2 FDR DEFINITIDNS,DF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATIDN DF ASTERISK (41
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES,

0
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(BESTER -,MAUGANSVILLE)

WASHINGTON COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM '

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIO CONOMIC.STATUS
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION' ANGUAGE TOTAL MITRE0ATICAL TOTAL
SCHOOL NAME E AVERAGE AVERAGE

SAS GE

MARY-
'LAND
NOAH

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

NARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE . .

GE

a

NARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE '

. GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

OIFFERm
EOCE

OWEN 3 95.5 2.90 3.25 -.35 3.10. 3.30 -.20 3.34 '3.67 -.33 3.37 3.3, ...a/.5 99.1 4.22 5.09 -.87 4.69 5.17 m.45 4.62 5.35 -.53 5.13 5.39 m.26.

i

uouNsoofto ELEH 4 99.5 3.21 3.51 -.30 5.54., 3.57 -.03 3.71 3.92 3.53 3.60. -.075 1.06.9 4.71 5.76 -1.05 S 5.25 5.79r. m.54 5.95 5.94 -.19 5.96 5.92. -.01

CLEAR SPRIG ELEN 3 92.7 3.21 307 "14 '3.35 3.12 :23 3.37 3.50 .07 3.43 3.23 .206 101.5 4.94 : 5.30 m.36 5.32 5.36 -.04 5.17 5.53 -.36 5.40. 5.57 -.17

coliococHEnauE 3 104.3 3.49 1.82 -.33 3.61 3.09 -.08 4.31 4.4 .09 S.83 3.87 m.045 96.5 4.70 5.04 -.34. 5.14 5.12 .02 3.00 5951 -.31 5.14 5.35 '' m.21

EMMA K 0OUL ELAN Y 103.2 I 3.27 3.75 m.46 3.47 3.51 -.34 3.64 4.15 -.51 3.64 40111 m.175 104.5 4.41 5.55 -1.14 4.99 5.60 m.61 5.20 5.76 -.56 5.65 5.80 -.15

FOUNTAIN HOCK 3 97.0 3.25 3.35 -.10 3.35 3.40 -.05 3.46 3.76 -.30 3.52 3.47 .055 109.0 5.03 5.94 -.91 5.26 5.96 -.68 5.33 6.10 -.77 5.4R 6.13 -.15

FOUNTAINDALE 3 106.7 4.16 3.97 +.14 4.33 4.05 +.26 4.37 4.37 .20 4.41 4.00 .41.5 110.2 5.99 6.07 m.0R 6.40 6.09 .31 6.43 6%22 .21 6.79 6.24.- .55

snotsTnwN 3 97.9 3.51 3.41 +.10 3.63 3.46 .17 4.05 3.82 .23-4:-.: 4,66i1.'11: 3.'52 4.135 107.4 5.44 3,60 .06 5.79 5.53 m.04 6.10 5.96 +.12.'11*.',. .6.01 .26
r.

0NEEndnIEH 5 97.1 2.97 3.36 m.34 3.01 3.41 -.40 1.32 3.77 m.45 3.16
{

3.47 m.245 97.4 4.34 4.94 m.60 4.70 5.05 -.33 4.13 5.22 -.64 4.66 5.27 -.39
.

HAIICOCK 3 93.1 3.33 3.10' ..23 3.72 . 3.14 4.56 3.92 3*52 4.40.,-, 3.65 3.25 .405 102.6 4.53 5.39 -.66 5.16 5.45 -.29 1.34 5.62 -.20. 5.56 1.65 -.09

XECOYSWILL, 3 93.9 2.bb 1.15 -.6n 2.78 3.20 -.42 2.44 3.57 mm.63 2.99 3:30 -.314 96.0 4.41 4.82 -.41 4.54 4.92 -.38 4.38 5.12 -.54 5.29 5.10 .13

UNCOLNSHIetE 3 103.6 3.56 3.77 m.14 3.73. 3.84 -.11 4.30 4.17 .33 3.98 3.63 .155 103.5 5.18 5.47 -.29 5.45 5.52 -.07 3.41 5.69 .22 5.60 5.72 .08

HAUGANSVILLC -3 98.0 3.64 1.41 ..23 3.58 3.47 .11 1.00 3.83 -.23 3.76 3.52 .24b 105.7 5.11 5.66 -.SS 5.24 5.70 -.46 .5.28 5.65 -.57 5.62 5.88 -.06

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF MS 1ED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK ()ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

'7' 7
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. (OLD' FORGE1..-,,IBOONSBORO JR)

TABI45 3. SCHOOL LEVEL--COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES..
PROFILE*

3 SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

1 PERCENT PERCENT
PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIANC.--

,
, TOTAL ' AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS STAFF,

'--...
'

GRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIEtiCE MASTER'S DISAD- EDUCA- FAMILYORGANI.- ENROLL-STAFF
RATIO

ATTEN- DEGREE VAN- TION OF INCOME
TEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.

A*: ZATIZN MENT DANCE OR ABOVE TAGED MOTHER ($)SCHOOL.MA K. (1) (2) cfrt3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (e) (9) (10) (11) (12)

OLD FORGE

PANG3ORN 3OULEVARD K-5

PARAMOUNT K-5

PLEASANT VALLEY K-6

POTOMAC HEIGHTS K-5

.

ROHRERSVILLE, 1-6

SALEM AVENUE K-4

SHARPSBURG K-6 .

SMITHSBURG ELEM PRE K-4

SURREY K-5

WILLIAMSPORT ELEM 'PRE K-5 .

HINTER STREET PRE K,1 -4

WOODLAND WAY PRE K.1-6

BOONSBORO JR HIGH 6-8

-NDIX AFOR DEFINITION OF

343 24.5 97.1 13.0 1.0 8.8 12.0 21.4 9.4 12.2

615 23.7 96.8 25.0 1.0 11.4 28.0 26.9 7.9 11.7

225 26.5 96.4 7.5 1.0 10.3 5.0 23.5 7.0 12.4

229 25.4 95.1 8.0 1.0 13.0 9.0 11.1 24.4 9.3

r

259 1e.5 96.5 13.0 1.0 8.3 11.0 42.9 12.8 12.3

a --,

.

128 25.6 96.6 4.0 1.0 7.0 31.0 40.0 22.4 9.5

440 24.4 95.9 17.0 1.0 15.6 23.0 27.8 18.0 9.9

322 24.8 95.7 12.0 1.0 10.7 9.0 7.7 20.1 10.0

.-,

300 22.4 97.6 12.4 1.0 7.8 11.0 44.8 12.0 11.5

273 22.7 97.2 11.0 1.0 13.4 00.0 16.7 13.9 11.4

757 29.1 97.2 2'4.0 2.0 14.5 10.3 26.9 8.9 11.4

358 22.4 95.5 15.0 1.0 9.1 28.0 25.0 20.5 9.9

488 23.2 95.9 20.0 1.0 12.5 39.0 19.0 12.0 11.9

622 23.9 96.7 24:0 2.0 11.6 14.5 19.2 16.7 10.4

TERMS.

'SE I 8
s.

4-474.

9955.0

9296.0

11281.0

7477.0

10791.0

7721.0

7432.0

8201.0

8644.0

8379.0

8977.0

7673.0

9374.0

8316.:0



(OLD FORGE BOONSBORO JR)

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY'

CONTROLLED*
IMSNINGTON COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

SCHOOL NAME: GRADE AVERAGE

545

SKILL AREAS
### 44.

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

AVERAGE MARY+ DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY+. DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIEFER.. AVERAGE
41
MARY+ ()MOO+

LAND EHCE LANG ENCE LAND ENCE LANG ENCE

GE' NORM GE NORM Si NORM GE NORM

01.0 FORGE 3 102.6 3.47 3.70 -.23 3.65 3.78 +.13 3.04 4.13 +.29 3.71 3.76

5 104.9 5.39 5.48 -.09 5.58 5.59 -.01 5.33 5.70 -.37 5.57 5.75 -.18

pAnGisooN oauLLvArto 3 111.3 4.01 4.17 -.16 4.05 4.31 -.26 4.73
..,

4.63 4.10 4.06 4.19 +.15

5 111,1 6.13 5.64 4,29 6.19 5.97 4.22 6.23 6.11 4.12 6.42 6.14 4.20

4

PAHAMONNT 109.4 3.92 4.10
y 116.6 6.15 6.33

415 3;03 4.22 -.39 4.26
+.16 6.61 6.43 4.18 6.16

4.54
6.54

+.28
-.16

3.77
A.90

4.12
6.56

-.35,
4..34

PLIASANT V4LLET 3 97.4 2.85 3.27 042 . 2,99 3.36 -.37 3.51 3.74 .23 3.34 3,4G -.11

5 103.5 5.72 5.12 4,60 5.21 5.27 -.06 5.06 5.59 -.53 5.21 5.61 -.40

POTOMAC HEIGHT4 3 106.5 3.33 3.93 -.60 3,51 4.03 -.5k 3.65 4.36 +.71 3.53 3.96k .43
5 1000 4.96 5.21 ,.25 5.11 5.30 -.19 5.28 5.42 +.14 5.33 5.u5"N -.13

MoHmthSvILLE 3 107.0 3.96 3.113 4;15 3.98 3.97 4.01 4.31 4.32 +.01 4.13 3.94 1.14

5 92.1 4.75 4.40. +.35 4.91 4.52' 4.39 4.90 4.62 4.00 5.38 4.86 4.!;2

SALEM AVEAHE 3 911.9 3.05 3,36 -.33 3.16 3.47 +.31' 3.51 3.64 -.33 3.47 3.53 .01.

Si1AMP5OURG 3 96,0 3.11
S 96.4 4.65

3.23
4.73

shitm,um, ELL14 3 104,4 4.11 3,76

-.12 3.44 3.30 +.14 3.94
.0 5.29 4.85 +.44 5.11

4,31 4.42 3.82 1..55 4.60

3.67
5.12

4.22

4.27
-.01

4.38

3,74
5.54

4,12

3.34
5.16

3.53

..-.011

,

.30

4.24

5UORLY 3 102.5 3.56 3.65 -.09 3.53 3.75 +.06 3.94 4.10 -116 3.64 3.73 +.09

5 103.7 5.44 5,30 4.14 5.66 5.44 4.22 5161 5.59 4.02 5.611 5463 0.25

4

WILLIA"SPOT.E.LEm 3 99.6 3.23 3.44 -.26 3.39 3,57 +.16 3.45 3.93 +.45 3.47 3.19 -.12

5 105.3 4.79 3.42 -.$3 5.25 5.55 -.30 5%45 5.72 -.27 5.69 5.75 4.14

MINTLM 5THtET j '93.2 2.82 3.06 +.24 3.02 3.12 -.10 3.13 3.50 -.37 3.20 3.24 -.04,

.

MUOD44,,G wity 3 93.0 2.44 3.14
a

-.20 2.93 3.17 -.24 3.39 3.55 -.16 3.3r ' ("1.26 405

5 93.9 4.29 4.72
/

.43 4.92 4.62 .-4.10 4.42 4.95 -.13 5.18 5.0T 4.17

1

Buons.Amo 4R iso 7 102.5 6.75 7.03 -.28 7,01 7.09 -.08 6.02 7.11 -.19 7.33 7.40 -y07

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AID EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (*)

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

.04

4,

04 ,40.

6

01

I
A
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(OLD FORGE 7 BOONSBORO JR)

TABLE 5.. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS,,BY SKILL '

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
STATISTICALLY.CONTRO,LLED*

'MASHINGToN COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

SCHOOL 4104/1G,

,4
, .0.

VOCABULARY

GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY-
LAND

SAS GE NORM

SKILL AREAS
e

. READINit' COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERA MARY'- OIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER-ENCE LAND ENCE LAND ENCE LANG ENCEGE NORM OE NORM0 6E NORM
.

4
,ow FORGE 3 302.6 3.47 3,71 -.74 3.65 3,77 -.12 3.84 4.11 -.27 3.71 3.77' 0..06

5 104.9 5.39 5.59 -.20 5.56 5.63 -.05 5.33 5.79 -.46 5.57 5.82 -.25

PANOOORN UuULEVARO 3 111.3 4.01 4.27 +.26 4.05 4.35 +.30 4.73 4.65 .08 4.06 4.25 -,.145 111.1 6.13 6.12 .01 6.19 6.13 .06 6.23 6.26 -.03 6.42 6.24 .13f,.....

.PAHAmouNT 3 109.4 3.92 4.15 -.23 3.63 4.23 -.40 ' 4.26 4.53 1.27 3.77 4.15 ...385 116.4 6.15 6.61 -.46 6.61 6.59 .02 6.35 0.69 -.31 6.40 6,71 .19

PLEASANT VALLEY 3 97.4 2.65 1.36 -.51 2.99 3.43 +.44 1.41 3.79 -.28 3.34 3.49 -.155 103.5 5.72 5.47 4.25 5.21 5.52 -.31 3.416 5.69 -.61 5.21 5.72 -.51

POTOMAC Ht10005 3 106.5 3.33 3.96 +.63 3.51 4.03 -.52 1.65 4.35 -.70 3.53 3.99 .0.465 100.3 4.96 5.19 -.23 5.11 - 5.26 -.15 5.28 5.44 -.16 5.33 5.4p -.15 ,

RomEmsVILLE 3 107.0 3.96 3.99 -.01 3.98 4.07 -.09 4.31 4.39 -.04 4.13 4.02 .115 92.1 .4.25 4.49 0.26 4.41 4.60 4.31 4.40 4.82 .08 5.36 4.87 4.51

SALEM AVENoE 3 98.9 3.05 3.47 -.42 3.16 3.53 +.37 3.51 3.85 -.37- 3.47 3.57
1

+.10

SHARP5IWRO .5 96.0 3.11 3.29 -.18 3.44 3.33 .11 3.44 3.70 .24 3,74 3.41 4.33b 96.4 4.65 4.86 -.21 5.29 4095 .34 5.11 5.15 ....04 5.54 5.19 .35
O'SmiTus/uRG ELLM 3 104.4 4.11 3.62 .2o 4.42 3.89 0.53 4.40 4.22 .38 4.12 3.57 4.25

SURREY 3 102.5 3.56 3.70 -.14 3,63 3.77 .06 3.44 -.17 3.64 3.77 -.13,5 103.7 5.44 5.45 -.04 5.66 5.54 4.12 5.61, :./1 5.515 5.74. 4.14

OILLIWSPOAT ELEM 3 99.6 5.23 3.52 +.'29, 3.30 3.57 +.14 3.48 3.93 +.45 3.47 3.61 +.145 105.3 4.79 5.62 -.63 5.25 5.67 .082 5.4.5 5.62 - -.37 5.5, 5.65 404
OINTEM STRLET 3 93.2 2.82 , 3.11 -.29 3.02 3.15 -.0 3.13 5.53 -.40 3,20 3.28 -.06
WOODLAND MAY 3 93,0 2.94 5.04 ' 2.93 3.14 -.21 3.34 3.51 -.12 3.31 3.15 4.06

5 93.9 4.29 4.64 -.35 4.92 .4.75 .17 4.12 4.96 -.14 5.16 5.01 ,

000NSUORO JR HIGH 7 102.5 6.75 7.09 .34 7.01 7.11. +.10 60:32 7.16 -.26 7,33 7.38 -.05

SEE CHAPTER 4. SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF 1ERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 1.1ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.,

e.

,11
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(CASCADE WT EJAMSPORT)

TABLE 3. SCHOOL. LEVEL-COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES.
PROFILE*

ar

, SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
PERCENT PERCENT

PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN
TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS STAFF

GRADE ,-SCHOOL. PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S DISALF- EDUCA- FAMILYORGANS- ENROLL... STAFF ATTEN . .DEGREE VAN- TION OF INCOME
TEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.. ZATION MENT RATIP DANCE OR ABOVE TAGED MOTHER ($)SCHOOL NAME (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (121

CASCADE

E RUSSELL HICKS

HANCOCK SR

NORTH POTOMAC JR

SMITHSBURG JR HIGH

WASHINGTON MIDDLE

WILLIAMSPORT MID

BOONSBORD SR HIGH

CLEAR SPRING HIGH

CLEAR SPRING MIDDLE

,

NORTH HAGERSTOWN SR

SMITHSBURG SR HIGH

SOUTH HAGERSTOWN SR

WILLIAMSPORT HIGH

K1$ 658 21.2 95.8 29.0 2.0 /9.2 15.5 29.0 8.2 12.2 7720.0

1012 22.5 94.3 43.0 2.0 11.2 32.3 46.7 12.1 11.5 8591.0

6 -12 575 18.0 94.9 30.0 2.0 11.3 25.0 21.9 16.4 9.2 7126.0

978 20.8 96.2 45.0 2.0 15.7 29.5 31.9 7.9 12.2 1034040

497 19.1 97.2 24.0 2.0 9.2 ' 17.5 26.9 12.8 12.0 9042.0

1.
, 942 20.5 95.1 44.0- 2.0 13.7 22.7 36.9 .17.6 10.1 7781.0

6-8 726 21.3 96:2 32.0 2.0 11.0 20.5 32.3 10.8 11:8 9153.0,

9-12 871 20.3 94.6 41.0 2.0 14.8 10.5 48.8 15.9 10.4 8316.0

9-12 380 14.1 93.5 25.0 2.0 12.2 13.9 40.7 14.7 10.9 8090.0

7-8 205 22.8 96.9 9.0 0.Q 11.7 0.0 22.2 12.4 10.9 8094.0

.

9-12 1833 20.6 93.1 85.0 4.0 13.5 26.2 '50.6 8.9 12.0 967h0
.11

9-12 853 23.1 94.0 35.0 2.0 10.9 36.0 35.1 14.4 12.1 8566.00-
1

1

9-12 1612 21.2 93.0 73.0 3.0 14.2 16.3 39.5 16.9 11.1 8242.0

9-12 1207 23.7 93.5 49.0 2.0 12.0 27.0 35.0- 11.0. 11.9 9272.0

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.'

4

81

4-478



(CASCADE WILLIAMSPORT)

WASHINGTON COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY
CONTROLLED*

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE.. TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE

SAS 4, GE

MARY..
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- . AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

MARY..
LAND
NORM

DIFFER.. AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER.. AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

MARY..
LAND
Nopm

DIFFER..
ERCE

OASCAUF 3 100.6 3.75 3.57 +.18 '3.92 3.66 1+.26 4.33 4.02 ' 4.31 3.92 3.64. 4.28

5 103.5 5.44 5.31 +.13 5.58 5.47 4.11 5.83 5.55 t.28 5.83 5.60 +.23

7 103,5
1

6.88 7.03 -.15 7.33 7.09 +.24 7.27 7.04 +.23 7.59 7.22, +.37

E HUSS'LL HICKS 7 104.0 6.77 7.15 -.38 6.85 7.19 -.34 6.78 7.18 ...40 7.36 7.42 -.06

H4hCOCY SA 7 182.4 6.67 7.09 -.42 .6.82 7.16 -.34 6.76 7.18 -.42 7.22 7.55

9 97.8 7.61 7.88 -.27 7.87 7.97 -.10 7.43 8.01 -.58 8.04 8.27 -.23

NORTH POTO%AC ,,14. .7 108.4 7.26 7.63 -.37 7.42 7.63 -.21 7.26 7.56 -.38 7.57 7.81

SNITTIPURu JR hIGH 5 103.5 4.90 5.35 -.45 5.46 5.47 -.01 5:50 5.59 -.09 5.72 5.63 4.09

7 107.8 6.86 7.53 -.67 1.17 7.55 6.81 7.47 -.66 7.73 7.72 4.01

WASHINGTON MIDDLE S 99,7 4.55 4.93 -.34 4.96 5.07 -.11 4.78 5.33 -.55 5.38 5.36 4,02
- 7 99.2 6.23 6.69 -.46 6.49 6.77 -.28 6.38 6.84 -.46 7.17 7.11 . 4.06 ,

W1LLIAPSMIT RID 7 100.8 6.65 6.82 6.87 6.88 6.78 6.91 -.13 7.2.9 7.10 +.10

OUQNSilORO ..)11 iiIGH 9 102.6
..,

7,99 8.43 -.44 8.37 8.49 -.12 8.01 8.43 -.42 8.66 8.73 -.07

CLLAR IPRIIG HIGH 9 102.2 7.74 4.39 -.65 7.83 8.40 -.57 7.49 8.36 -.87 8.15 8.65 .0.50

'CLEAR SPRIHG TOLE 7 101;6 6.38 ,9' 6.91 -.53 6.53 6.98 -.45 6.13 7.00 ...87 6.91 7.25 ...34

NORTH HAGLRST06N SR 9 105.7 8.43 . 4.84 -.41 8.52 8.78 ....26 8.14 8.70 -.56 8'.74 8.99 -.25

.
f. . 4.

SMITM5RdWu Sa illpi 4 4107.8 8.54 848' c -.44 8.72 '8.99 -.27 8.25 8.81 '-.156 i 8034 9.16 ....22

SOUTH 110141...1JOIIN SR 9 102.2 8.14 8.41 -.27 i.08 8.39 -.31 7.85 8.36 -..51 68.41 8.63 -.22

WILLI/PSF6vAT HIGH. 9 103.6 8.29 8.'62 -.33 8.26 8.53 -.27 7.83 8.58 -.67 --8.91 8.76 +.15

s , L
SEE CHAPTER 4,.5ECTIOM 4..2 FOR,DEFINIT 'NS OF TERMS44tED AND PiPLANATION OF ASTERISK (4)
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES. 6 ,

4 8 2
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, (CASCADE, -.WILLIAMSPORT),

TALE' 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TOOARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
1. AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS

STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*
WASHINGTON COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

SCHOOL NNHE

SKILL AREAS

oVOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL
GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE. MARY -' DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE NARY-LAND E. ...

LANG, ENCE Z1104SAS GE NORM . GB. NORMS,

3.92 3.64 +.28 4.33 3.995.58 5.b2 +.06 5.A3 5.69
7.33 7.21 +.12 7.A7 7.26

CASCAJF 3 100.6
S 03.5
7 103.5

3.75
5.44
6.88

3.50
5.47
7.20

4.17
...03

-.32
4

E RUSSELL hIC145 7 104.0 6.77 7.25- -.48

HAHCOeK 7 102.9 6.67 7.13) -.46.9 97.8 7.61 8.11 -.50 A

NORTH POT4 aAj JK 7 108.4 7.26 7.74 -.4A

SNITHSnUR4 .44 HIGH 5 103.5 4.9n 5.47 -.57
7 107.8 6.86 7.67 _01

WASHINGTON MIOLLE 5 99.7 4.55 5.14 -.54
7 99.2 6.23 6.73

WILLIAWSPAA0 MID 7 100.8 6.65 6.90 -,75

e
1300NSGGRO 5R HIGH 9 102.6, 7.99 8.66 -.67

CLLAH sPRI4 HIGH 9 102.2 7.74 4.62 -.88

CLEAN SPRI1G MIDDLE 7 101.6 6.38 ,.99 -.61

NORTH HALL-ISTO0N SR 9 105.7 8.43 0.02 -.59

SMITHSPIURG SR HIGH 9 07.8 8.54 9.26 -.72

SOUTH PAGETSTOWN SR 9 102.2 8.14 8.62 -.48

wILLIANSPOHT HIGH 9 103.6 8.29 4.78 -.40

6.85 7.26 -.41 '6.78 /131
.

6.82 7.15 -.33 6.76. 7.21
7.87 7.94 -.07 7.43 8.09

714

5.46

7.7.0 -.28 1 .P6 7.70

5.b2 -.06 5.50 5469
7.b4 .47 e6.A1 7.64

4.96 5.21 -.25 4.78 5.40'6.49 6.78 -.29 6.38 6.88

6,87 6.94 7.03

8.37 8.51 -.14 8.01 A.57

Y
7.83 8.46 -,.83 7.49 8.53

6.53 702 -.49 6.13 7.10

8.52 8.87 -.35 A.I4 8.0

8.72 9 12 -.40 8.25 9.08

8.08 8.46 -.38 7.45 A.53

e

A.26 8.0 -.36 103 8.67

4 SEE CHAPTER 4,,SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (*)
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

*

.4,

4 -480

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

NARY-
LAND
NORM

. .

DIFFER-
ENCE

_

+.34 3,92 3.87 +.25
+.14 5.83 5.72 +.I1
+.01 7.59 7.47 4..12

-.53 7.36 7.52

-.45 7,22 7.42 -.20
-.66 8.04 11.6

..0611 7.57 7.93

-.19 5.72 5.72 +.00
-.83 7.73 7.87 ...14

5.3A 5.44 -.06
-.5n 7.17' 7.08 +.09

e

-.25 7.20 7.22 -.02

-.55 8.66 8.78 -.12

.-1.04 8.15 8.73 -.58 .

-.97 6.91 7.30 -.39

-.73 0.74 9.11 -.37

-PIO 8.94 9.34 .40

-.68 8.41 A.73. .32

-..84 0.91 8.40 +.02



LOtAIJSCHOOL SYSTEM LEVEL--ACCOUNTABILITY ASSESSMENT INFORMATION

4.23 womicb CO!JNTY

School System Goals and Objectives

Ar. Goal Setting Activities. A representative.group of
Wicomico County classroom teachers, administrators and supervisory
ersonnel began during the school year 1972-73 to assess the educa-.
tibrial progress of the schoolpopulation. After the reexamiriation'

of the total school program and the reassessment of the basic
responsbilities which the educational ,system has to the community,
a revised statement of "Philosophy and Objective's" was developed.
Copies of this updated county document were distributed to all schools
to use as the framework for developing their own school philosophies..

During 1973-74, t4e county-level educational goals id the
specific areas of reading, mathematics, and writing were developed
by the members of the Division of Instruction using the format
developed by the Maryland State Department( of Education. Descrip-
tive statements were written explaining the intent of the goals
and suggesting means for achieving°each goal. -These approved goals
were presented to school prinbipals for review. Examples of school-
level educational objectives were prepared for school staffs. Plans-
were made for faculty inservice meetings in each school, to famil-
iarize school staffs with the county - level educational goals and
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for each school. to begin tO write school-level educational object--ives.

,

. B. Wicomico County School System Goals. Based upon the
State-wide Goals in Redding, Writing, and Mathematics; adopted by
the Maryland State Board of Education, Wicomicg County has developed
the following Local System Goals:

.

a.

In Reading, .each student, upon completion of the elementary:-
secondary reading program, will be able to:

1.A. Identify hip own purposes for reading print and
,non7print material.

1.B. Select from a wide varietydof materials available,
those that are suitable for his'level of achievement.

o1.C. Select from a wide variety of materials available,'
thpse that are appropriate in content for his purposes,

2.A. Use a personalized word recognition system.

2.B. Use a 'sight vocabulary.

2.C.Determine approp;.iate meanings of words hp' uses.

3.A. Read material to determine the author's purpose.

3.B. Answer a variety of questions it the literal, critical
and creative levels about material read.

. 3.C. Ask a variety of questions at the literal,critiCal
and creative levels about materials read.

4.A. Follow written and oral direCtions.

4.B.. Locate references in print and non-print material.

4.C. Gain information from-the variety .of.print and none
print materials that are a part of his daily
experiences.

4.D. Understand'and complete a variety .of forms necessary
for survival.in society.

4.E. Attain doMe degree of personal development through 'reading.

S. Have a positive attitude toward reading-indicated by
an interest in reading'and a desire to read.



'In Writing, each student, upon completion ofthe elementary-

secondary writing program, will be able to:

1.A. Record his thoughts and-feelings for his own ts4;.
observing accepted conventions of writing.

1.B. Communicate his. thoughts and feelings to others,
observing accepted conventions of writing.. y

,2.A. Write in a social situation. observing accepted*
conventions of writing..

,

2.B. `Write in a business or vocationaLs ituatIon, obserxing
tM accepted conventions of writing. .

, V %

2.C. Write in a scholastic situation, observing' accepted
conventions of Writing. . .

-3.A. Demonstrate the necessity of writing'for a variet}, of
5

personal and!' social needs.

3.B. Write to fuliill pe rsonal and social needs.

.
3.C.'Experience some satisfaction from writing to satisfy

. his personal and social _needs.

In- Mathematics, each studeiVt. upon completion of the

elementary- secondary ma&mmatics program, will be able to:.
- .

f.A. Recall facts of arithmetic.

1.B. Recall unitsof measure.

1.C. Recognize and/or recall terms and definitions.

1.6. Recognize geometric figures.

1..E. Recognize symbols.

2.A. Perform,basicoperations.

2.B. Solve mathematics sentences..

2.C. Perform measurements,
4:1t

2.D. Reproduce geometric figures.

2.E.. Collect and/or read data.

3.A. Translate from words to symbols-and symbols to words.'t

3.B. Transform from one mathematical representation to another.

(1 8
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3.C. Tran84orat fiom mathematical expression to physical
mddelland physical models to mathematical expressions.

3.D: Express verbally the understanding of mathematical
cdhcepts. and processes.

4. Select, order, and apply knowledge, skills, information
and techniques for solving mathematical problems.

5. Tiansfer and utilige mathematical reasoning and
knowledge to the solution of mathematical problemsand life situations.

6.A. Realize contributions of mathematics to civilization.

6.13. Appreciate implications of mathematics,for personalneeds.

C. Objective Setting Activities. As a preface to writingschool-level educational objectives, school committees'examinedcontent material in each curricular area and listed the shillsto be developed. Determination was made of the skills relevantto the student population. These skills are being used todevelopthe school -level educational objectives in performance.terma.% ,

Schools have formed committees to develop school-level:'-educational objectives reflecting instructional lgyels in the areasof reading, mathematics, and writing. Faculty members are assigned.to one of the committees. Administrative and supervisory personneland staff specialists serve as advisors to these committees.

Examples. ofschool-level educational objectives in eachrequired area are as follows: Reading (1) Upon'request, a studentshould be able.to verbalize his purposes for reading; (2) Given.a paragraph, a student should be able to identify the main idea;(3) Given'an opportunity to read a self-selected boOk independently,a student should participate eagerly and with pleasure; (4).Given avariety of materials, a student should be able to selwat referencematerial.appropriate in content for 'his purpose. Writing (1) Askedto complete an order blank in a magazine, a student s ou d beable to fill it out properly and address the envelope accuratelyenough for the letter to be mailed; (2) Given the need to writea message, a student should be able to Write at,least one idea orthought accurately and legibly without supervision; (3) Given theassignment, a student should be able to copy legibly'short>stories,invitations, greetings, and thank you notes with accompanying styleand punctuation. Mathematics (1) Given the opportunity to purchaseseveral items, a student should be able to determine the amount ofmoney needed; (2) Given mathematical terms; a student should beable to interpret and correctly use them; (3) Given a series ofnumbers, the student should be able to identify those which areodd and even.

'4i7
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Early in September 1974, a goals and objectives calendar

was made to assure systematic progress in meeting the April 1, 1975

deadline. Two professional days, January 31,,1975 an&February
18, 1975 have been allotted to editing the school and_grade-level

educational objectives. The calendar also includes an October 1975

date for revision of the county-level and school-level educational'

goals and objectives.

Areas other than reading, mathematics and writing are
being examined at all levels to determine how, to fit them into the

accountability format.

A document, "Guideline for Social Studies for the Inter-
mediate Grade," developed by teachers in a 1974 summer Idorkshop
included county-level educational goals end schools -level educational

objectives written in performance terms. Social studies skills

were identified and content selected and organized in an instructional

sequence to correspond to the goals and objectives. Plans are

being made to add classroom objectives with evalUative measures.

Other 1974 summer workshops included Career Education
which produced a series of guides with school-level educational
objectives intended to serve as a resource for teachers; Survival
Reading based on the Mar0.and Pilot Project which developed mini-
units and learning stations appropriate for use at various levels;
and Metric System which developed strategies for teaching the
metric system in elementary schools.

The Vocational-Technical Center program was evaluated in

1974 in terms of the performance Objectives contained in a new
evaluative measure devised by the Maryland State Department of

Education.
;

The county Right-To-Read Committee is considering
focusing their attention in two areas: extending reading instruc-

tion at the secondary level and surveying the program needs of
children with severe learning difficulties. ,

D. Comments on the Accountability Assessment Program Results.'
\During the Spring of 1974 the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills was

administered. This was the first time this instrument had been

used as a part of our county-wide assessment program. .Xest results

indicated at Wicomica County compared favorably with the average
scores fo Marylandaryland schools. Individual school scores generally
fell wi in the normal range. Analysis of the test results
indicated the major strength was in the area of spelling. The

areas of mechanics of writing and problem solving in mathematics
showed the need for most improvement:" '.

E. Progress'of Schools Toward System-and/or School' Coals

Not Covered By State Assessment Instruments. Lif 1973 the Maryland

Reading Criterion Referenced Test was. administered to all student6
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in grades 6, a and'12. The' test results indicated that WicomicoCounty stude s surpassed' the State-goals on the majority of theitems. Ana ysis Of the test results indicated certain functionalreading s engths within the school population: interpretinggrocery .pes, using maps'and charts, writing paragraphs, writingjob des* iptions, and reading appliance warranties. Weaknesseswere ..so pointed out such as using an index, interpreting adver-tise nts, filling out applications, and using a telephone directory.
F. Unmet Needs for Resources to Permit Improvement ofP o rams and Services. Programs and services to imprdle the qualityf education o stu ents have always been an ongoing concern ihWicomico CoUnti, There is a need for additional inservice training,better .staff differentiation, and more effective use of ancillarypersonnel. All of these should help bring about an improvement ineducational quality.

Program offerings in mathematics and language are beingreviewed at both the elementary and secondary levels to determinethe suitability of materials and procedures used in relation tostudent needs and accountability testing. Inservice training forteachers, additional resource teachers, and mathematics and languagespecialists are needed to 'provide parallel services in mathematicsand languageto those provided in reading.

There is a need to plan for the establishment of areading clinic'which would serve the county. The clinic shouldbe staffed with an assortment of specialists able' to diagnosdproblems, prescribe methods and materials of a corrective, remedialand developmental nature, supervise the progress of students, andin me instancqo provide instruction for students with seriousand omplicated physical,, psychological and emotional blockagesto le ning.

Consideration 'also should be given to the establishmentof programs which would emphasize to parents and teachers theimportance of. home-school cooperation. This could help withestablishing methods of utilizing the e meats of the communityfor the benefit of 'the children and .youth so that children willreceive the experiential background, the m ivation, and theattitudes to help them properly utilie the opportunities ofschooling.

There s uld 'be a study instituted to develop strategiesfor delineating. instruction of reading, vocabulary and theother language arts skills among the various disciplines, so thatthese essential skills oen be .taught .In ''a, variety of settings.The coordination of the efforts of various departments will helpto make these skills more useful and meaningful

48.9
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There should be continual study of media and the utili-

ption of media of both print and non-print varieties. Arrangements

should be made fOr continuous training of the professional staff

in the use of a great assortment,of media.

*-4

.0

o

;10 ,r)
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WICOMICO COUNTY

TABLE I. COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURVES PROFILE*

A. COMMUNITY CHARACTERISTICS

40'

(1)

TOTAL
POPULATION

t

(2)

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME

4
13) .

PERCENT
DISADVANTAGED -

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

54,236 $8,788 29.8

(4)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
MALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCHObL YEARS)

15) .

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
FEMALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

10.8 ,
1 1;41

B. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPTEMBER, 1973)

16)

TOTAL
SCHOOL

ENROLLMENT

17)

AVERAGE
TEACHER

' SALARY

(8)

AVERAGE
ADMINISTRATOR

SALARY

(9)

AVERAGE
YEARS

TEACHING
EXPERIENCE

.

(10)

AVERAGE.
YEARS

ADMINISTRATOR
EXPERIENCE

14,224 $9,822 $15,245 10.6 19.9

PERCENT STAFF
MASTERS DEGREES

OR ABOVE

112)

SCHOOL LEVEL
PUPIL/STAFF

RATIO

113)

PCRCENT
AVG. DAILY
'ATTENDANCE

14.6 19,.7 950

C. FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-1973 SIHOOL YEAR)

-

(141 (IS) (16)
. t 117)

* TOTAL P. PUPIL .4 PERCENT PER PUPIL
PER PUPIL ' INS RUCT$ONAL

.1,

EXPENSES 'ADMINISTRATIVE
COST ' COSTS ALLOTTED TO

INSTRUCTION
- (CENTRAL OFFICE)

COSTS
$845.18 $ 637.48

\
75.6 I $15.19

(1)
PERCENT EXPENSES

ALLOTTED TO
ADMINISTRATION
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

(19)

PER PUPIL
PUPIL PERSON-
NEL SERVICES

COSTS

(20)

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

PUPIL PERSONNEL
SERVICES

1.8 $ 3.99 . 0.5 +

*SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE.
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4

WICOMICO COUNTY h.

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE),

AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),
BY SKILL AREAS

.

SKILL
AREAS

lIt

GRADE

12)
.

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLL

.13)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED*0

.141

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

STANDARD

(5)
AVERAGE

AGE
SCORE
(SAS)t

(,6)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD/

(7)

( AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCTI
10E07

($1

r

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SDI

111

VOCABuLrRv

3 1103. 98.55 15 99.8
.
15.01 3.44 ' , 1.08

5 1187 98.23 '15 101.3 15.01 5.14 1.52

7 1171 62.51 4 98.2 14.96 6.76 1.86

9 Y 1012 82.31 4 103.2 15.00

.

8.73

.

1.93

12)
,

READING
COMPRE-
HENSION

3 1103 98.55 15
)

99.8 15.01 3.56, 1.21

5 1187 98.23 15 101.3 15.01 5.28

o

1.45

7 1170 62.51 4 98.2 14.96 6.86 1.6$

9 1012 82.31 4 103.2 15.00 8.64 1.82

(31

SPELLING

3

.

1103 96.55 15 99.6 1'5.01 4.23 1.30

5 1187 98.23 15 101.3 15.01 5.67 1.71 ,.

7 1176 62.51 4 96.2
.

14.96 7.09

.

1.98

9 1012 82.31 4 103.2 15.00 8.90 2.16
/

14/

CAPITAL-
IZATION

, 1103 96.55 A5 99.8 15.01 3.80 1.28

ts

1.43
1107 983 15 2 15.01 5.32

7 1170 82.51 4
4

98.2 14.96 6.62 /.96

9 1012 82.31 4 103.2 15.00 8.69 2.12

(51

PUNCTUATION

1103 98.55 15 99.8 15.01 3.88 1.37

5
--,,

1107 98.23 15 . 101.3 15.01 ., 5.44 1.58

7 1178 62.51 4 96.2 14.96 6.54 1.92
,--- -

9 1012. 02.31 4 103.2 15.00 8.41 2.24

AS OF 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.

s NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED Dv NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.

STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DE'RIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST,
NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION.

THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR TIRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARF am.), NATIONAL SD 16.

r GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) liERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC ,KILLS, FORM S. 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE

NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIHAULY 3.7, 5.1, 7.7, 0.4, VARYING SLIGHTLY

FOR EACH SKILL AREA.
.7 () 9A 4/ Itr
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WICOMICO

"
TABLE_2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE)/AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),

BY SKILL AREAS

''(CONTINUED)'

SKILL
AREAS

(1).

GRADE

42)

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS

(3)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED '*

(4)

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

(5)
AVERAGE
STANDARD

AGE
SCORE
(SAS) t

(6)

STANDARD.
DEVIATIO

(SDP V

(7)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
(GE) 1.t

(8)

STANDARD
DEVIATION.

TSD)

(63

LANGUAGE
, USAGE

, -

o 3.103
. .

98.55 15. 99.8 15.01 3.63 1.36
1187 98.23 101.3

.C.

15.01
: : "5.27 1.66

1178 82.51
6

4 98.2 14.96 6.84 2.01

. 1012
.

82.31
,

t 103.2 15.00 : 8.71 2.23

(7)

LANGUAGE
.TOTAL

.

3 1103, a
98.55

.

15 99.8 . 15.01
, 3.88 1.16

, 1187 98.23 15 101.3 15.01
'

5.42
)

1.45

7 1178 82.51 4 98.2 14.96 6.77 4. 1.70

9

.

1012 82.31.

. .

103.2 15.00 8070' 1.92

(8)

MATHEMATICAL.
CONCEPTS

3 3.103 98.55 15
4

99.8 15.01 3.55 , ' .95

5
. 3.187 98.23 15'

.

101.3 15.01 5.51 1.38

7 1178

,

82.51
.

.

98.2' 14.96 7.14 1:67

9 1012' 82.31 103.2 15.00 1.83

(9)-

MATHEMATICAL
PRO8LEMS

...

1103 98.55 15 99.8 15.01. 3.38 1.03

'5 1187
_ 98.23

4,5 101.3 15.01 5.22 1.29

7

-..

'1178 .82.51
. 98.2 14.96 6.75 1.69

9 1012 82.31 4 103.2 15.00 8.59 ' 1.84

(10)

MATHEMATICAL
TOTAL

: 1103 98.55
.

.15 99.8 15.01 3.47 .93'

5 1187 98.23 15 101.3 15.01 5:37 1.25

7 1178 8'2.51 4 98.2 14.96
. 6.94 1.58

.

9 1012 82.31 4 103.2 15.00 I 8.$8 1.73

* AS OF 9./30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADEDCLASSES.

** NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED A5 A PERCENTAGE.

t 'STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES'TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM.3 1971 EDITION.
THE MEANS FOR'THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 100; NATIONAL SD 1. 16.

tRt GRADE-EQUIVALENCE (GE) QERIVEDWOM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE
NATIONAL 'NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, AND 9.4, VARYING SLIGHTLY
FOR EACH SKILL AREA.

4 5
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(BEAVER RUN WICOMICO JR)

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL -- COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES--
PROFILE*

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN'
PERCENT PERCENT -TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS StiFF 'PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIANGRADE SCOOL PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S DISAD- EDUCA--- FAMILYORGANI- ENROLL... STAFF ATTEN DEGREE , VAN- TI OF NCOMETEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.

2ATION MENT RATIO DANCE OR ABOVE TAGED. MOT ($)SCHOOL NAME (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) -(7) (8) (9) (101 (11) (12)

BEAVER RUN K -6 611 22.2 '96.4' _25.5 2.0 6.4 17.1 12.7 19.9 10.8 8653.0

DELMAR MARYLAND K-6 941 26.7 96.6 33.3 2.0 9.2 26.5 11.0 15.7 10.6. .8144.0

EAST SALISBURY' 645 22.1 95.4 '27.2 2.0 10.5 25.7 13.7. 21.2 _ 11.1 8892.0

FRUITLAND K-6 908 22.0 96.0 38.2,, 3.0 10.8 17.6 10.2 18.6 11.i 9131.0

GLEN AVENUE . K-6 581 21.7 96.0 24.8 2.0 8.6 23.0 14.2

,r

9.6 11.2 9493.0

t
NORTH SALISBURY K^.6 615- 21.4 95.5 26.7 2.0 10.9 17.0 199 14.6 12.0 - 9400.0

NORTHWESTERN PRE K -6 243 23.8 97.2 8.7 1;5 12.4, 14.0 4.9, 19.8 10.5 8113.0

PEMBERTON K -6 206 17.2 '97.0 11.0 1.0 20.9 12.0 20.8 20.7 11.5 8262.0

PINEHURST K -6 629 19.2 96.8 30.8 2.0 12.9 22.0 17.7 4.6 12.3 10399.0
o.

POWELLVILLE 1 -6 73 20.9 98.6- 2.5 1.0 23.2 26.0 0.0 25.4 10.2 8744.0

PRINCE STREET 650 21.8 75.6 27.8 2.0 12.4 26.5 11.4 '13.6 11.0 8932.0

SHARPTOWN 1 -6 79 13.9 97.3 4.7 1.0 9.4 23,0
0- 0.0 . 23.4 10.5 8113.0

t

WESTSIDE PRE K -6 596 19.2 96.6 28.0 3.0 13.2 21.4 12.9 . 34.8 10.0 6611.0

WILLARDS K-6 133 25.1 95.7 4.3 1.0 7.7 31.0 18.9 22.9 10.2 8744.0

PITYSVILLE K12 600 18.6 92.5 29.3 3.0 10.5 16.9 18.6 21.7 10.2 8744.0

BENNETT JR HIGH 7 -9 1511 22.9 94.2 63.0 3.0 9.2 16.5 13.6 19.8 11.3 8625.0.
. ' ...

MARDELA SR JR HIGH 7-12 545 . 18.7 96.1 29.3 2.0 11.7 18.7 12.8 20.4 10.5 8002.0

WICO(iICOJR HIGH 7 -9 1381 21.1 93.0 62.5 3.0 10.1 17.7 22.9 ' 14.0 ' 11.2 8984.0f

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.
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(BEAVER RUM 4141WICOMICO-JR)'

'TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS., BY. SKILL

AREAS, 'WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLED*

wicomoco CuUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

swum. NAME

DLAVER RUN

OLLMAR MANYLANL.

LAST 544.1500Y

FkUI1LAND

GLCN AvENuL

SALl'aDURY

N0141-6.,"51'LgN

,
4

SKLLL AREAS

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION

GRAVE AVERAGE AVERAGE. MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY-
LAND EI.CE LAND

SAS 01E NORM GE NORM
. .

i

'4 100.1' 3.42 3.50. -.08
5 99.4 4.94 4.09 .1.05

.1 101.7 . 3.33 3.57 -.24
5 98.9 4.96 4.93 +.03

.1 98.5 3.50: 3.42 +.08

5 99.5,, 5.15 5.02 .1'3
%V
3 100.1 3.48 3.51 -.03
5 102.5 .' 5.30 5.23. +.07

3 102.2 3.56 3.63 -.07

5 101.3 5.42 5.17 +.25

3 StI19 3.72 3.65 +.07

4 104'0 5.24 5.40 -.16
,

i
3' 92.9 2.89 3.07 -.18.

5 100.1 4.63 5.00 .0.17

3.60 3.58
5.03.. 5.1L

3.49. -3.68
5.20 5.06

3.41 3.49
5.19 5.14

3.64 3.59
5.31 5.35

3.76 3.72
5.52 5.27

3.93 3,73
5.32" 5.52

3.02 3.12
5.B9, 5.13

5 102.7 5.09 5.23
+.19

g:g,3 l'A-7PL'i6eRTON .5 96.7 3.51

P itIEHUOST 6 100.4 3.82 3.56 4.24 3.91 3.65

5 105.2 5.49 5.53 .04 5.75 5.63

pu,,ELLNILLL " 4 9516 3.88 .3.22 +.66 * 3,39 3,28

5 94.4 4.58 4.62 -.04 4.81 4.73

PkINCL STRLEI 3 97,9 3.20 3.38 -.18 3,21 3.45

4 101.9 5.36 5.18 +.18 5.44 5.30

SHARPTOWN 3 110.1 4.05
b 108.9 5.63

4.05 0.0o 4.30 4.20
5.58 .415 5.79 5.73

VicsTS106 4 98.4 3.17 3.35 -.18 3.42 . 3,44

5 99.3 4.72 4.65 -.13 4.95 5.02

w1LLAkns 3 49.5 3.53 3.44 ..0° 3.68 4 3..52 '''

5 106.3 4.91 5.41 -.50 5.26 5.54

PIITSVILLE . S 97,0 3.11 3.30-1 ....14 3.10 3.36

' - '-'' 5' 98.2 4.64 4.87 , -.23 4.95 '4.99

'7 98.2 7.04 6:61 *.43 7.21 6.69

9 102.8 8.52 6.47 .05 8.76 8.54

e.

OLNNETT JR'HIGN 7 97.7 6.84 6.50 +.34 6.88 6.59

9 103.7 8.85 8.57 +.28 8.71 8.57

MARUELA Sk JR Hipli 7 95.3 5.94 6.27 -.33 6.14 6.38

9 102.5 8.58 8.41 *617 8.43 8.46

9 102.8 8.66 8.51 4.15 8.55 8.48WICONIc0 414 HIGH 7 99,4 6.85. 6.70 .445 6.98 6.77

LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

DIE PER- AVERAGE
ENCE

'GE
.

e

MARY..
'LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

.GE

MARY- DIFFER- -,
LAND ENCE
NORM

4.02 $.81 3.94 -.13 . . 3.50 3.61 .41
-.08 5.16 .5.32 -.16 5.11 5.36

-.19 3.70 4.03 .33 3.53 3.68 -.15

+.14 5.18 5.27 -.09 5.37 5.31 +.06

r.08 4.00 . 3.85 +.15 3.46 . 3.53

+.0 5.31 5.33 -02 5.33 5:37

+.05 3.Q9 3.95' +.64 3.36 3.61 -.25

-.04 5.55 5.54 +.01 5.24 5.57 -.33

+.04 4.11 4.0T +.04 3.61 3.72 -.11

+.25 5.62 5.46 +.16 5.57 5.50 +.07

.

+.20 4.08 4.08 .,+.00 3.53 3.72 -.19

-.20 5.77 5.64 +.140 5.37 5.68 -.31

.

-.10 3442 3.50 -.08 3.12 3.24 -.12

-.04 5*IA 5.36 ...25 5.22 5.39 .17

3.76 +.17 3.33 3.44 -.11

::N 5.52 -.02 5.47 5.56 -.09

Jr ii

+.26 4.17 4.00 +.17 3.73 3.65 +008.

+.12 5.Q9 5.73 +.26 5.90' 5.78 +.12

, .

4.11 3.98 3.65 4.33 3.71 3.37 +.34

+.08 4.82 4.99 -.17 4.69' 5.04 -.35

-.24
+.14

3459,
5.37

3.81
5.49

-.22
-.12

3.21
5.45

3,50 -.29
5.53 -.08

+.10 4.42 4.53 +.2Q' 4.42 4.11 +.31

4.06 6.23 5.95 +b26 6.21 5.97 +.24 .

-.02
-.07

3.64
5.25

3.82
5.27

-.1R
--.02

3.34
5.12,

3.50 -.16
5.31 -,19

4.16- 3.96 3.88 '+.08 3.68 3.57- +.11

-.28 4.88 5.80 .92 . 5.40 5.82 -.42

-.26 3.74 3.74 4.00 3.30 3.45 -.15

;..04 4.98 5.25 -.27 5.27 5.2B-----....02

4..52 6.54 6.80 -.26 6.96 7.06 -.10

4.22 0.49 8.49 +.00 9.23 : 8.78 +.45

+.29 6.84 6.67 4.17 7.00 6.85 +.15

+.14 8.74 8.50 +.24 8.98 8.79 4.19

-.24 6.29 6,51 -.22 6.60 6.71 -.11

-.03 8.39 8.40 -.01 4.88 6.70 +O8

+.21
+.17

6.85
8.77

6.84
8.45

+.01
4.32

6.97
8.69

7.04 -.67
8.72 -.03

'SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4,1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (4)

ACCOMPANYING NDIFFERENcE" SCORES.
na
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(BEAVER RUN,-'WICOMICO!..M)

. /TABLE 5. RELATION-OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SkILV
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITN AND SOCIOECCNOMIC,ST TUS
STATISTICALLY CONTRQUED*,WICOMUCO COUNTY

,,

SCHOOL SYSTEM

SKILL AREAS

4
VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL*SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGL MARY, DIFFEP* AVERAGE MARY., OIFFER.. AVERAGg

LAtIO Er,CE
I+ LAND ENCESAS GE NORM 'GE NORM GE

$

MARY.
LANG
NORM

DIFFER.. AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

MARY-
I4NO
NORM

()VEER.
EnCE

4
BEAVER RUN 3 100.1 3.42 3.55 -.13 3.60

3.61 -.01 1.41 3.96 -.15 3.50 . 3.64 -.14
5 4 99.4 4.94 5.11 -.17 5.03 5.19, -.16 5.16 5.37 -.21 5.11 5.42 -.31

.

1
OELMAN MARYLANU 3 101.7 3.33 3.65 -.32 3.49 3.710 -.22 3.70'94.9 4.06 -.36 3.53 3.73 -.20

5 4.96 5.07 -.11 5.20 5.15 4.05 5.18 5.34 -.16 5.37 5.38 ,01
EAST SAL4SJURY' 3 98.5 3.50 3.45 4.05 3.41 3..50 -.09 4.00 3.86 4.14 3.46 3.55 -.09

99;5 5.15 5.12 #.01 5.19 5.20 -.01 J5.31 5.38 -.07 5.33 5.42 -.09
FRUITL4NO 3 100.1 3348 3.55 -.07 3.64 3.61 4.03 3.99 3.96 4.03 3.36 3.64 -.28

5 102.5 5.30 5.38 -.08 5.31 5.44 -.13 9.65 5.61 4..06 5.24 5.65 -.41
GLEN AVENUe

3 102.2 3.56 3.68 -.12 3.76 3.75 +.01 4.115 101.3 b.42 5.28 .14 5.52 5.34 4.18 9.62
4;09
5.52

4.02
+.10

3.61
5.57

3.75
5.56

,1-4
'.01

'NORTH SAL35BURY- 3 101.9 3.72 3.66 4.06 3.93 3.73 4.20 4.08 4.07 4.01 3.53 3.74 -.21
5. 104.1 5.24 5.52 -.28 5.32 5:57 ...25 5.77 5.73 :'4.04 '5.37 5.77 -.40

NORTHRFSTLNN 3 92.9 2.89 3.09 -.20 3.02 3.13 -.11 3.42 3.51 ....09 3.12 3.24 -.12 k
5 100.1 4.83 P5.17 -.34 5.09 5.25 -.16 5.11

.

5:43 -.32 - 5.22 5.47 .25

.

4.PEMBERTON . 3 96,7 3.51 3.33 4.16 3.59 3.38 +.21 1.035 102.7 5.09 5.40 -.31 5.59 5.46 4.13,-- 5.50
3.74

.34.1;
3.33
5.47

3.45
5.66

'.12
+.19PMEHUPST 3 ,100.4 3.82 3.57 +.25 3.91 3.63 4.28 4.17 3.97 4.2G 3.1e 3.65 4.08

5 105.2 5.49 5.61 5.75 5.66 4.49 - 9.09 5.41 +.16 5.00 9.85 4.05
0

PO4ELLVILL6 3 95.6 3.48 1.26 4.62 3.39 ,.3.31 +.08 '3.08 3.68 +.30 3.71 .3.39 4.32
5 94.4 4.58 4.50 -.15 4.81 4.79 4.02 4.02 .5.00 -.18 4.69 5.04 -.35

PRINCE STHLET 3 97.9 3.20 3.41 -.21 3.21 3.46 -.25 1.595 01.9. 5.36 5.33 4.03 5.44 5.39 +.05 5,17
3.82
5.56

...2
-.49

3.21
5.45-

3.52
5.60 -.15

r
4.

SMARPT000. 3 110.1 4.05 4.19 -.14 4.30 4.27 4.03 4.62 4.58 4.24 4.42 4.19 +.23
5 108.9 5.83 5.93 -.313 5.79 5.96 -.17 6.23 6.04 4.14 6.21 6.12 4.09

WE5TSIRE 3 98.4 3.17 , 3.44 -.27 3.42 3.49 -.07 3.64 3.85 3.34 3.54
5 99.3 4.72 5.11 -.30 4.95 5.18 .4.23 5.25 5.37 -.12 5.12 5.41 -.29

ilLLARDS 3 99.5 3.53 3.51 4.02 3.68 3.57 4.11 3.0.644.:91 3.92 4.04 3.68 3.60 *woe
'5 106.3 5.71 -.60 * 5.26 5.75 '4.49 4.88 5.90 1.02 .0 5.40 5.93 ...53

PITTSILLE 1 97.0 3.11 3.35 ...24 3.10 3.40 -.30 3.74 3.76 -.02 3.30 3.47 -.17
5 98.2' 4.54 5.01 -.37 4.95 5.09 -.14 4.98 '5.28 -.30 5.27 5.33 -.06
7 98.2 7.04 6.62 +.42 7.21 6.68 4.53 6.54 6.80 -.26 6.96 6.98 -.02
9 102.8 4.52 6,64 -.16 4.76 8.53 4.23 8.49 8.59 -.10 9.23 8.80 4.43,

REHNETT JR HIGH 7 97,7 6.84 6.56 4.26 6.88 6.63 +.25 6.04 6.75 +.00 7.00 6.94 .4.0e
9 103.7 8.85 8.79 +.06 8.71 8.64 4.07 8.74 8.68 +.06 8.98 8.90 4.08

MAROELA SR JR HIGH I 95.3 5.94 6.30 -.36 6.14 6.39 -.25 , 6.29 6.54 -.25 6.60 6.71 -.119 102.5 8.58 8.65 -.07 8.43 8.49 -.06 8.39 8.56 -.17 8.88 8.77 +.11

01COMICO JR HIGH 7 99.4 6,85 6.75 4.10 6.98- 6.80 4.13 6.659 102.8 8.64 6.68 -.02 8.65 8.53 +.12 8.77
6.90
8.59

-.05
4.18

6.97
8.69

7.09
8.80

..i2
-411

$ see CHAPTER A. SECTION.A.1.2 FOR
DEFINITIONS OF TERNS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (4,4ACCOMPANYING *DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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1.4

LOCAL SCHOOL SYSTEM LEVEL--ACCOUNTABILITY ASSESSMENT INFORMATION

4.24- - WORCESTER COUNTY

School System Goals and Objectives

. A. General. The Worcester County Public Schools have

developed an accountability program that is designed to meet all

the requirements of Article77, Section 28a, of the Annotated

Code of Laws of Maryland, which is commonly called the "Maryland

Educational Accountability Act." Worcester County's program

includes the establishment of goals and objectives, an assess-

ment of student achievement in relfttion to goals and objectives,

the development of programs to accomplish school objectives, and

an assessmeht of;.;student achieVement as measured by standardizedl

achievement tesei.

Educational accountability in Worce*ster County should

be, viewed as an attempt to explain the results achieved by public

school programs and to'promotean,understanding of the relation-

ship between the quality of education and available resources and,

on the basis of that understanding, to make educational improvements.

B. Goal Setting Activities. System-iVide educational goals

in reading, writing, and mathematics have,..,4een established by the

Worcester County Public Schools and approved by the Maryland

State Department of Education.

49
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C. Worcester County School System Goals. Based upon. the
State-wide Goals in'Reading, Writing, and Mathematics, adopted

(..by the Maryland State Board of Education, Worcester County has
developed the-following Local System Goals:

In Reading, each student upon -completion-of his
elementary-secondaty stthool reading program:

a

1.A. Should be able:tO'identify his own purposes for
using print and non-print materials.

1.B. Should be able to select form a wide variety of,'
available print and non-print materials which
are suitable (both in level of difficulty and i
content.

2.A. Should be able to identify and apply a.system he
can use for recognizing words and determinin
their appropriate meaning. Such a system inr lodes
skills of picture, context, structural, phonlic,'
and authority (i.., glossary, dictionary, peer)
clues.

2.B. Should be able to instantaneously and situp aneously
pronounce,many words and identify their ap rOpriate
meanings.

3.A. Should be able to,determine.the intent, of the rs,

communication by identifying the pattern of
thought (i.e., style, time, mood, cause effect,
sequence) used by the.author.

3.B. according to his own experiences and knowledge
about the content, should be able to ask a variety
of questions which cause him to think litepally
(i.e., reading beyond the lines) about Materials and
to find suitable answers'to those questions.

4.A. Should be able to follow directions.

4.B. Should be able to locate references

4.C. Should be able tos gaAn information.

4.D. Should be able to understand=forms.

4.E. Should be able to attain personakdeVelopment.

5. Should have a positive attitude toward reading
indicated by an interest in reading and a desire
to read.

498
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In Wri each student who has completed the

elementary-sec dart' writing program of the Worcester.County
School System, hould-be able to.:

1.A. Record his thoughts and feelings for his own
use, observing appropriate linguistic fort and
'conventions of writing including spelling,;
grammar 'usage, sentence structure, and Mechanics
which axe generally acceptedas correct by society.

I.B. Communicate his thOughts and feelings to others-
observing apkopriate linguistic form and con-
,Ventions of writing including spelling, grammar
usage, sentence structure, and mechanics which
are generally accepted as correct by society.

2.A. Write in a social situation when so reqUited.
Such items as organization, deyelopment and form
of writing as well as-spelling, grammar usage,
sentence structure, and mechanics accepted as
correct by society should be observed.

2.B. Write in a business or vocational situation when
so required. Such items as organization, develop--

ment, and form of writing as well as spelling,
grammar usage, sentence structure, and mechanics
accepted as correct by society should be observed.

2.C. Write-in a required scholastic situation. Such

items as organization, development, and form of
writing as well asi spelling, grammar usage,
sentence structure, and mechanics accepted as
correct by society should be observed,

3.A. Demonstrate the value of writing in his own daily
life and for society in general.

3.B. Write to fulfill personal and social needs.

3.C. Give evidences of satisfaction derived from his
writing efforts.'

In Mathematics, each Worcester County student,
commensurate -withhis.ability and upon completion of the required
Mathematigr courses, should be able to:

1.A. Recall facts of arithmetic'.

1.B. Recall units of measure.

1.C. Recognize and/or recall terms and definitions.

1.D. Recognize geometric figures.

1.E. Recognize symbols. 499



,

go,
2.A. Perform basic operations,

2.B. Solve mathematical sentences._

2.C, Perform measurements.

2.D. Reproduce geometric figures.

2.-Et Collect and/Or read data.

T.A. Translate from words to symbols and symbols.to
words.-
,

3.B. Transform from-one mathematical` reptesentaticin to
another..

.-

,3.C. Transform from mathethatical expression to phsyical
model and physical models to mathematical expressions.

3.D. Express verbally the understanding of mathematical
concepts and processes.

Select, order, and apply knowledge, skills,
information and techniques for solving mathematical
problems.

5. Transfer and utilize mathematical reasoning and
knowledge to the solution of mathematical prob-
lems and life situations.

6.A. Realize contributionS of mathematics to civilization.

6.B. Appreciate implications of mathematics for personal
needs.

Objectives Setting Activities. The faculty of each
school has been making progress in developing school objectives
that are consistent with theSe system-wide goals. -The target
date for completion and approval of school objectives is April 1,4 1975. It is anticipated that the first valid assessment and
evaluation of school objectives will be completed during the1975-76 school year. Each school will be responsible for theevaluation of its obijectives and, reporting this information toparents and other interested citizens in the school community.

E. Comments on the Accountability Assessment Program
Results. The Marylandttate Department of Education

'has mandated a reg4tik program of testing by utilizing nationallynormed standardized tests. The results of these tests should behelpful in establishing an assessment of the types of achievement
that are measured by the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills and providebase line data for measuring progress in the specific skills
tested in the future. The application of the Nonverbal CognitiveAbilities Test for intelligence, will help to determine the
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predicted achievement level of pupils. The Cognitive Abilities
Test will also provide an indicator for screening youngsters
who are in need of special education services.

As indicated by research, the public schools must be
cautious when drawing conclusions based on the results'of
standardized achievement tests. One must first consider how well

the local sample compares with the national sample. This is

necessary since a child's achievement on standardized tests is very

closely related to his parents' education, family income, basic
abilities, local speech patterns, minerity group - status, emo-

tional readiness,.cultural opportunities, books in the household,
and other non-school related factors. It is likewise necessary
to determine whether the local curriculum conforms to the-sample

of items tested on a particular achievement test and how familiar
teachers and pupils are with the kinds pf skills tested.'

r

As part of the State-wide testing program,the Worcester
,County Public Schools for the first time adminidtered the Iowa
Tests of Basic Skil's, Form 5, and the Cognitive Abilities Test
to all pupils'in grades 3, 5, 7, and 9. Results of these tests

are reported.as compared to national norms and State-wide norms.

In order to control for many of the non:-school factors that affect

test scores such as nonverbal ability,and socioeconomic status,
an attempt was made to measure each.school in relation to an
expected score based on the Maryland norm. By interpreting test

shores from this viewpoint, one's perspective of school results
becomes more meaningful.

Even though Worcester County students scored below the
national norms in all tests except spelling, capitalization,
pundtuation, and total language'at grade 3, the differences between

the scores attained and the scores expected according to the
Maryland norm were within what we consider,the normal range at
all grade-levels and in all sub-tests.

If one compares grade equivalence scores on the various

tests, it becomes apparent that Worcester County's scores are

highest In mathematics and language skills at all grade levels,
reading scores, are next, followed by vocabulary. ,

, ,

The displays that follow present test scores in a

number of different ways. The-reader should attempt to study the

data by considering each at the factors involvedt Upon reviewing

school scores on Table 4, one must consider that the only real
differences that concern us-are when there'is a three and one-half

months difference above ex below the Maryland norm. Many small

differences can be accounted for by the method of testing,' time

of testing, not being-acquainted with the test, and other factors
unrelated to the test. og the sixty -four scores that compare

Worcester.sehools tg,the Maryland expected norm, seven scores were

4-499
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three and one-half months above the norm, three Scores were three
and one-half months-below the norm, and fifty-four scores were
within the three and one-half months range. The display showS
that schools scoring,three and-one-Salf Months above the expected
Maryland norm in a paiticular sub-teat include: one in vOcabulary
at grade 3, one in reading at grade 3,,two in language at grade:3,"
two in mathematics at grade 3, and ,orie in language,at'grade 9.
Schools scoring three and one half months below tne expected
Maryland norm include: one at grade 7 in mathemaeics,,ope,at
grade-9 in vocabulary,,and,one at graide 9 in mathematic6,. When
the sub-test scores are beyond the thred and one -'half months
range, they should be noted for further studi,since the 'difference
could indicate an 'exceptional pvogram or a possi4le'program..

Test scores on the NonverbalCognftive Abilities .Test.
show the average intelligencekgbotient for Worcester.COUnty
pupils'to be.belOw the national and Maryland average at all grade ."
levels. .The iremendous individual pupil differences in nonverbal

ranging fFom 49 to 145, is-indictive of the variety of
programs needed" to. meet individual needs. The range in achieve-
ment of the idWa Tests of Basic Skills conforms to the wide dig-
tribution found on the Cognitive,Abilities Test.'

F. Program Needs ,and Modifications. Evpn though Wo'roester
County's test results conclude no real differences when compared
to the Maryland 'norm, the schoolssystem.should not be-satisfied
with the status quo., There is a definite need to set objectivqs-
and strengthen all programs in order to improve the 'development
of the basic skills of children entrusted .eo.the Worcester County
Public Schools. In order to make positive improvements"in, the
educational program, workshops andinsexiice programshave been.
held and some program modifications haye resulted.' Schools are
in the Orocess of making an item analysis of the test results to
determine program deficiencies' and to strengthen these areas.

$10

Since parents are vitally interested achieVement
.of the public schools in general, and of their children in particular,
a report will be sent home to each. parent' describing the-assess-
ment program, explaining school results and providing an individual
_achievement profile for each pupil.

.

4
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TABLE COMMUNITY' AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE*.

eOMMUNITV CHARACTERISTICS

(1)

TOTAL .

POPULATION

(al's-,

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME

4 (3Y .

PERCENT
DISADVANTAGED -

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN /

24,442 $7,386 . 38.6

(4)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
MALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

.1,.

(5) ,-'
'....

EDUCATIONAL LEV4.>,
FEMALES 25 YEARS *:
OF AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL: YEARS)

'9.7 10.5

1. SCHEIN. CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPTEMBER. 1973). '

(6)

TOTAL
SCHOOL

ENROLLMENT

° (7)

AVERAGE
TEACHER
SALARY

(8)

AVERAGE
ADMINISTRATOR

SALARY

(9)

AVERAGE
YEARS

TEACHING
EXPERIENCE

(I0)

AVERAGE
. YEARS

ADMINISTRATOR
EXPERIENCE

6.612 $9.806 $17.602 9.1 19.7

(11)

PERCENT STAFF
MASTERS DEGREES

OR ABOVE

(12)

SCHOOL LEVEL
PUPIL/STAFF

RATIO

(13)

PERCENT
AVQ. DAILY
ATTENDANCE

11.4 17.4 95.2

C. FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS (FOR 1972-1973 SCHOOL YEAR)

(14)

TOTAL
PER PUPIL
COST

(15)

PER PUPIL
INSTRUCTIONAL

COSTS

(16)

PERCENT
EXPENSES

ALLOTTED TO
INSTRUCTION

(17)

PER PUPIL
- ''ADMINISTRATIVE
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

COSTS
$952.34 $7b5.25 $74.1 $17.02

(18)

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

ADMINISTRATION
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

(19)

PER PUPIL
PUPIL PERSON-
NEL SERVICES

COSTS

(20)

PERCENTEXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

PUPIL PERSONNEL
SERVICES

1.8 $3.07 0.3

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS AND SOURCES OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE.
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..WORCESTER COUNTY

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE SCORE),
AND ACAbEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),

BY SKILL AREAS

0

SKILL
AREAS

11)

GRADE

12).

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLE)4

. (3)

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED,

14)-

NUMBER .OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

(5)
AVERAGE
STANDARD

AGE
SCORE
(SAS)t

(6)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

17)

a

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
. (GE)tt

18)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

11)

VOCABULARY

511 96.48 6 95.9 151.74 3.22 1.12-

5 562 93.24 4 98.8 16.22 4.85 1.49

7 558 ' 91.76 3 96.4 15.06 6.14 .. 1.76

9 594 85.52 3 97.3 ,15.94 7.68 2.23

2)

READING
COMPRE-
HENSION

511 96.48 6 95:$ 1

.

15.74 3.34 1.2e

5 562 93.24 A 98.8 16.22 5.02 1.47

7 558 91.76 3 96.4 15.86 6.43 1.61

594 85.52 ' 3 97.3 15.94 7.85 -2.00

.

SPELLING

3 511 96.48 6 . 95.9 15.74 4.06. 1.35

5 562 93.24 4 98.8 16.22
7

P.24 1.77

7 558 91.76 3 96o4. '15.86 6.52 2.02

9 594 85.52 3 97.3 15.94 8.12 2.35

APITAL-
ZATION

3 511 96.48 6 95.9 15.74 3.98 1.29

5 562 93.24 4

4

98.8 16.22 5:47 1.58

558 91.76 3 9634 15.86 6.51 2.00

9 594 85.52 3 97.3 . 15.94 8.04 2.27

TUATION

3 511 96.48 6 93.9 15.74 4.09 1.44

5 562 93.24 '4 98.8

o

16.22 5.31 1.58

7 558 91.76 3 . 96.4 15.16 6:42 4 1.93

9 594 85.52
-' 3 97.3 15.94 7.81 -1.15

F 9/30/73, ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.

DER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER, ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.

DARD AGE SCORE (SAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES
TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION.

MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR 'GRADES 3. 5, 7, ANT) 9 ARE 100, NATIONAL SD b 16.

DE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5,' 3.973 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE

IONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7. 7.7, 9.4, VOKYING SLIGHTLY

EACH SKILL AREA.
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WORCUTER COUNTY

TABLE 2. .NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD'AGE SCORE),
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),

BY SKILL AREAS
0

(CONTINUED)

SKILL
'AREAS

(1)

GRADE

(2)

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLED *

(31

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED **

(41

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

(5)

AVERAGE
STANDARD

AGE
SCORE
(SAS) t

(6)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SDI.

(7)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
(GE) +1-

(8)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SDI

4

o

(6)

LANGUAGE
USAGE

3 511 96.41
.

6 95.9 15.74 3.46
,

1.31

5 562 93.24 4- 98.8 16.22 4.S7 1.64

7 558 91.76 3 96.4 . 15.86 6.36 1.99

594

..,

85.52 3 97.3 15.94 7.67 2.25

17)

LANGUAGE
TOTAL

3 511 96.48
.

6
I

95.9
-..

15.74 3.90 1.19

5 562 93.24

,

,cl
4' 98.8

.

16.22

t

5.23 1.44

7 558 91.76 3
I 96.4 15.86 6.44 1.72

9 594 85.52 3-
. .7
97.3 15.94 7.91 2.00

181

MATHEMATICAL
', CONCEPTS

, X

3 511 176.48- "* 6 9.5.9 15.74 3.46 1.61

5 562 93.24 4 .10 98.8 16.22 5.14 1.30

7 558 91.76 3

..,..

96.4° 15.86
...--.

6.42 1.57

9 594
.

85.52 3 97.3 15.94 7.93 1.95

191

MATHEMATICAL
PROBLEMS

3 511 96.48 6 95.9 15.74

-I---

3.43 . 1.05

5 562 93.24 4
10

98.8 16.22 5.19 1.29

7 558 91.76 3 96.4 15.86 6.56 1.63.

9 594 85.52 3 97.3 15.94 7.90 2.00

(10) 3 511 96.41 6 95:9. 15.74 3.44 .98
.

OTHEMATICAL
TOTAL

V
562 93.24 4

-,..

98.k 16.22 5.16 1.20

LI

7 558 91.76 3 96.4 15.86 6.41
6'

1.47

.

9 594

..

15.52. 3
Ne

97.3 15.94 7.92 1.84

* AS OF 9/30/73. ADJaSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.

* NUMtER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIYEDED BY NUMiER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.

t STANDARD AGE SCOREOSAS) DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION.
THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 106, NATIONAL SD 16.

tt GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE) DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASI6 SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE
.NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5. 7 AND 9 ARE APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, AND 9.4, VARYING SLIGHTLY
FOR- EACH SKILLoAREA.

A
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(BISHOPVILLA STEPH DECATUR SR JR1

-

TABLE 3. SCHOO LEVE"COMMUNITYIAND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFI E*

if*
.

.

SCHOOL NAME

GRADE
011GANI-
ZATIOM

11) '

,

rqTAL
SCHOOL,PURIL/
ENROLL-
MENT
(2)

.;%

06

STAFF
RATIO
'131

, ,

PERCO'
AVERAGE
DAILY

ATTEN,
DANCC- J
14)

-.2

1 .

.. f P S
/DIAL NO. -

'

AAR AGE YEARS
EXPERIENCE

.

PERCENT.
,STAFF
MASTER'S
DEGREE

OR ABOVE
(9) 4

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
..

PERCENT
'DISAD-

VAN-.
two
(101.

MEDIAN
EDUCA-
TIQN OF
moryp
(11)

/'

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME
Is) .

(12).- '

, .

TEACHER
:151.

ADMIM.
(6),

TEACHER
17)

ADMIN.
(8)

BISHOPVILLE 67 16.7 96.4 A.0 0.0 13'.5, 0.0 0.0 15.2 10.2 6231.0

e
BUCKINGHAM K-4 646 19.6 96.7 1.0 7.7 q'111.0 6:1 21.6 10.4 .7646.0'

W
OiDAN CITY K-.5 458 20.3 195.9 i1.6: 4 1.0 10.6 '14.5 4.4 14.3 12.0 7955.0 ;

4

POCOMOKE ELAM 4 K-3 414 19.9 97.3 ;19.9 1.0 12.9 26.0 14.4 24.6 10.2 7242.0

SNOW HILL !LIM 503 18.0 96.8 2710 1.0 ''4.4 32.0 '10.7 25.4 0.1 7122.0

.a.
-4.

WHALEYSVILLE K -3 17 MO -96.4 3.0 0.0 9.1 0.0 0.0 23.2 10.2 6717.0

a

BERLIN 5-.8 940 18,.4 94.3' 49.0 2.0 7.9 24.3 11.8 19.2 10.8 7644.0

POCOMOKE MIDDLE 4-8 669 17.1 96.5 37.0 2.0 Ti1.2 20T 7.4 123.0 10.3 7241.0

A

..,;..

W4:7-$2.V ,
.)

SNOW HILL MIDDLE 4-8 757 18.0 97.0 4.0 2.0 9.7 22.5 14.3 22.9 10.1 '123:0
1

A p
,POCOMQKE SR JR HIGH 9-12 567 17.1 95.1 30.0 2.0 10.5 11.3 15.6

r.......0"...

24. 10.3 7241.0
,

.

SNOW HILL SR JR 1;1 . 9-12 607 19.6 93.1 29.0 2.0 8.5 14.1 16.1 21.8 10.1 7123.0

STEPH DECATUR511 jr, 9-12 802 18.8 91.8 45.0 2.0 8.5 15.1 19.1 19.8 10.8 7644.0

4
SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEF1 1TION OF TERMS. .
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(BISHOPVILLE STEPH DECATUR SR JR):,

TABLE 4, RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO,MARYLAND. ORMS; BY SKILL

----AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY:STATISTICALLY
CONTROLLED*

wUkCEsTER COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

5CHOOL NAME

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY REAOING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE

5AS GE

aisNoviLLe 3 111.6 3.33

BUcKINAM 3 94.7 2.99

OCLAWCITy 3 105.0 3.55
5 103.4 5.20

POcomOYE t.LEM 3 90.6 3.40

SNOW HILL ELEM 3 95.6 3.11.

WHALEYsVILLE: 3 93.8 3.28

5 96.7 4.62aLRLIn-
7 98.0 6.31

poco,iovE mlOOLE 5 102.2 5.171
7 96.0 6.10

sNor, 'Ili-I.-MIDDLE.- 5- 95.8 4.61
7 94.3 5.89

POCOkowE Sa'..111- HIGH 9 96.3 7.81
me.

.

SNOW HILL Sk jk HI 9 95.7 7.66

STEPH. DECATUR SR JR 9 98.9 7.62.

MARY..
LANO
Nom

3.36

3.16

3.81
5.30

2.92

3.21

3.10

4.72
6.52

5.09
6.33,

4.66
. 6.16.

7.77

7.7i

8.06

OIFFER..AVERAGE
,ENCE

GE

-.03 3.19

-.17 3.10

-.26 3.91
-.02 5.30

+.48 3.51

-.10 3.14

+.18 3.35

-.16 4,06
-.21 6.66

+.88 5.34 -,

-.23' 6.26

-.05 4.80
-.27 6.21

*04 7.F5

-.05. 7.76

...44' 7.98

MARY.. '

LANO
NORM

3.47

3.23

3.93
5.45

2.97

3.29

3.16

,

4.92
6.62

.

,

5124
6,44

4.80
6.28

7.74

7.67
.

8.01

DIFFER... AVERAGE
ENCE,

GE

-.28 4.26

.,,

-.13 3.67.

-.02 4.06
-.15 5.44

+.54 4.30

-.15 347

1..10 3.67

-.06 5.04
+.04, 6.77

+.10 5.46
-.18 6.23

+.00 5.14
-.07 6.12

+.01 8.24

+.09 7.72

.

-.03 7.84

MARY-
LANO.
NORM

3.84

3.61

4. 7
5.55

3.36

3.67

3.55

.

5.11
6.69

.

5.48
6.55"

5.04
6.41

7.83

t

7.78

8.05

DIFFER.. AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

+:42 3.51

+.06 3.35

#1

!a..1 3,77
-..11 5.26

+.94 3.48

.4.00 3.20 -...

.+.12

...7
-.07 5.83
+.08 6.65'

-.02 5.347'

-.32 6.17

+:10 5.12
-.29. 6.51-.

+.41 7.R3

-.06 1.60

-.21 0.10

MARY 'DIFFER
LAND
NORM

3.51 :

3.32

3.86
5.60

3.11

3.37

3.27 ,,q.

.

.

5.16.
6.89

5.51:
6.77

5.09
6.62

.

Q
8.04

7.99

8.29

ENCE

+.00

+.03'

-.09
-.34

+.37

-.09.

+.40

-.13.
'1-.24

-.17
-.60..

#.03
-.11'

o

-.21

-.39

-.11

4. SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 401.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (4).
.ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" stoke,s.

ti

50
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(BISHOPVILLE STEPH DECATUR SR-JR)

TABLE 5. RELATION. Pf ACHIEVEMENT TO' MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
. AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY'AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS

STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*'
WORCESTER COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

SKILL AREAS
4 .

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION TOTAL 4
LANGUAGE TOTAL

,PSCHOOL NAMF GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER.. AVERAGE MARY.. DIFFER.. AVERAGE MARY.. DIFFER. AVERAGE MARY. DIFFER.. .

LAND ENCE
GE' NORM

LAND ENCE
GE NORM

SAS GE 4::
ENCE LAND' ENCE

4

BISHOPVILLL 98.0 3033 3.45 4..12 3.19 W.26 3.86 +0%0 3.51 3.56 -.05

BUCKINGHAM '94.7 2.99 3.20 ...21 3.10 . 3.25 -.15 3.67 3.62 +.05 3.35 :.34 4 +.01

. .

OCEAN CITY . 3 '105.0 3.55- 3.86 -.31 3.92 3.93 +.02 4.06. 4.26 -.20 3.77 3491 -.145 103.4 5.28 5.40 -.18 5.30 _55.51 -.21 5.44 '. 5.68 +.24 5.26 .5.71. ...45

4
1POCOMOKE ELEM 3 90.6 .3.40 2.94 +.46 3.51 2.98 +.53 4.30 3.37 ' +.93 * 3.48 3.12 +436.el'

SNOW HILL ELEM 3 95.6 3.11 3.27 ..16 3.14 3.32. ...18. 1.67 3.69 .062 3.28 3.40 -.12

. ' . .

WHALEYSVILLE 3 93.8 3.28. 3.14 4.14 3435 3.19 +.16 1.67
. .

.
a

BERLIN 5' 96.7 4.6.g 4.88 ..26 4.86 4.-97 -.11 5.49 5.17 ...13 5.03 5.22 4111,197 98.0 6.31 6.60 -.29 6.66 6.66 +.00 6.77 6.78 -.01 6.65 6.96. -.31
411

POCOMOKE NIOOLL 5 102.2' 5.17 5,36 -019 5.34
..
5.42 -.08 5.46. '5.59 ...13 5o347 96.0 6.10 6.38 -.28 6.26 6.46, -.20 6.23 6.60 -.37 6.17

sSNOW HILL MIDDLE 5 , 95.8 ' 4.61 4.81 -.20 4.80 4.90 '...10 5.14
. 5.10 +.04 5.12 5:15. -.037 94.3 5.89 ;6.19 ..30. 6.21 6.29 ..08 6.12 6.45 -.33 6.51 6.62 -.11

3.56 4.11 3.67 ,3.29 +.36 .

.

5.62 -.25
6.78

,P0c0M0KE SR Jk HIGH 9 96.3 7.81 7.94 ...13 7.75 7.76 -.01 0.24 7.95 +.29 7.83 8.09 -.26
1

SNOW HILL SR JH.HI 9 95.7 7.6 7.87 -.21 7.7g 7.69 +.07 7.72 7.89 ...17 7.60 8.03 ...43

STEPH DECATUR SR JR 149 98.9 7.62 6.24 -.62 7.98 8.07 -.09 7.84 8.20 -.36 8.18 8.38

SEE CHAPTER 4. SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS- OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION ,OF ASTERISK-IC
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

1
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LOCAL SCHOOL SYSTEM LEVEL --ACCOUNTABILITY ASSESSMENT .INFORMATION

4i-25

E

BALTIMORE CITY

School System Goals and Objectives

tz
BALTIMORE' CITY
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A. Goal Setting ActiVities. The Baltimore City Public School
System has advanced and,will continue to advance in the area.of goal

setting. The goal of improving the achievement in instructional areas
has been the main focus of Baltimore City fOr several years. The

Maryland legislation pertaining to goals for the system and for schools

seems to have confirmed that the Baltimore City Public School System

has moved in the right direction.

In terms of progress relating to system-Wide goals and the

school system, such goals have been written and submitted to the
Maryland State Department of Education in conformance with the ,

accountability requirements for reading,,mathematics, and writing.

B. Baltimore City, Public School System Goals. Based upon the
State-wide Goals in Reading, Writihg, and Mathematics, adopted by
the Maryland State Board of Education, Baltimore City Public Schools
shave developed the following Local System Goals:

In Reading, each student upon completion of,his elementary
school, middle school and secondary school reading program:'

1.A. Should be able to, identify his own purposes for using
print and nonprint materials.

1.B. Should be able to select from a wide variety of
available print and nonprint, those materials which
are suitable in level of difficulty and in content.

4-509 r
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2.A.Should be able to identify and apply a system
he can use for recognizing words and determining
their appropriate meaning. Such a system includes
skills of letter knowledge, picture-object clues,
word-form clues, context clues, phonetic and
structural analysis as well as reading aids such
as glossary, dictionary, peer clues, etc.

2.B. Should be able to instantaneously and simultaneously
pronounce many words and identify- their appropriate
meanings.

3.A. Should be able to determine the intent of the
communication by identifying the pattern of
thought (e.,g., style, time, mood, cause-effect,
sequence) used by the author.

3.B. According to his own experiences and knowledge about
the content, should be able to respond to a variety,
of, questions which cause him to think literally,
inferentially, critically, and creatively about
materials and to find suitable answers to those
questions.

4.A. Should be abke to follow directions.

4.B. Should be able to locate refeenceb.

4.C. Should be able to gain information.

4.D. Shouldbe able to understand forms.

4.E. Should be able to attain personal development.

5. Should have a positive attitude toward reading
indicated by an interest in reading and a desire'
to read.

In Writing, each student when he.has achieved the gbals:

1.A. Records his own infbrmation, ideas and feelings for
his personal use. Such recording will observe the
conventions of rhetoric, mechanics of writing and
levels of usage appropriate to the situation.

1.B. Communicates to others his own information, ideas
'and feelings. Such recording will obsetve the
conventions of rhetoric,, mechanics of%writing and
levels of usage appropriate to ,the situatioh.

k

2.A. Writes in response to the obligatioha of business
or vocational situations, observing the accepted
conventions of writing.

5 1 0
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'2.B. Writes in response to the obligations of
social situations, observing the accepted
conventions of writing.

2.C. Writes in response to the obligations of
scholastic situations, observing the
accepted conventions of writing.

3.A. Demonstrates an awareness 'of the fact that
people write for a variety of personal and
social needs.

3.B. Writes volunta04 to fulfill personal and
social needs.

3.C. Evidences 'satisfaction from writing.

In Mathematics, each student who has completed the
=;61ementary-secondary school mathematics,program of the Baltimore
City Public Schools should be able to:

1.K. Recall mathematical facts.

1.B. Identify and name mathematical symbols.

1.C. Identify and name geometric shapes and figures.

1.D. State the meaning of Mathematica]. terms.

2.A. Perform the basic operations of addition,
subtraction, multiplication and division.

2.B. Complete number sentences to make them true.

2.C. Measure using standard and non-standard units.

2.D. Draw geometric shapes and figures.

3.A.. Recognize that a number has many different names.

S.B. understand the concept of place value.

3.Co Understand the concept of a fraction (ratio and
percent).

3.D..Translate mathematical symbols to words and words to

mathematical symbols.

3.E. Interpret, and construct graphs.

3.F. Understand the'concept of-meaSurement.

3.G. Understand the concept of groupingand order.

4.A. Select the' information and techniques needed to

solve a problem.

4-511.
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4.B. Apply the appropriate skills4n a log.tcal
sequence to solve a problem.-

4.C. Estimate a reasonable answe, for a problem.

4.D. Follow or find a flaw in a given solution.

5.A. Recognize

5.B. Recognize
formally,
solution.

mathematical patterns and relationships.

the existence of a problem, state it
list the hypothesis and obtain its

5.C. Transfer and use knowledge in new situations.

5.D. Plan for the future using mathematical reasoning
to make decisions.

6:A: Recognize\the importance 'and relevance of
mathematicatd the individual and to society.

6.B. Participate in the learning of mathematics beyond
that which is requirieq

C. Objective Setting Activities. altimore City Public
Schcibl System has also advanced in the area of objective-setting.ObjectiVe No. 1 for the Baltimore City Public School System forthe school year 1974-75 is to improve achievement levels in
reading, writing and mathematics. To reach this objective and
the system-wide goals, the Baltimore City Public Sahool Systemhas 'established other objectives which maybe necessary to produce
cmganizational efficiency at all levels which will contribute toachieving instructional goals.

D. Accountability Assessment Program. The Baltimore City
Public School System recognizes that the State-wide testing
associated with accountability has been a documentation of thepresent status of_pupils-in Muyland as it relates to some uniformbasis of reporting standardizige test results. Thus the data
collected for the Baltimore City Public Schools is viewed as being
descriptive and not comparative in purpose. In general the
performance of Baltimore City public school pupils fell consistentlywithin the norm range of averages reported for the State of Maryland.
One valuable feature of the Maryland Assessment Program is that itprovided a fundamental step in establishing an equitable basis for
interpreting State-wide test scores among school system and within
school systems; That is, the'Assessment Program provided data which
was statistically controlled to reflect certain characteristics of .a given school system or school. These were relative socioeconomic
status reflected by median income, and measures of.nonverbal abilityon a standardized test. The computation of expected averages inrelation to State averagee for a given school based on such controls
provided a better interpretation of the descriptive, test results.

5 12
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In the Baltimore City Public Schools the differences in
observed and expected averages for each school ranged from
fractions or months below and above the expected averages.
The significant feature for the Baltimore City Public Schools
is that.on the average the above and below differences in months

'tended to cancel thbfiselves. Based on the status testing data

reported, the indication is clear that the Baltimore City Public.
School System is performing in an effective manner.

-E. Unmet Needs for 'Resources to Permit Improvement of
Programs sand Services. The Maryland Assessment data alone indicate

the need for high intensity instructional programs to propel the

system on the way to accomplishing school-building, system-wide and

State objectives. The financial plight of Baltimore City needs,no

documentation. Therefore, 4t is evident that the Baltimore City

Public School System haS,unmet needs fot resources to permit
improvement of programs and services. Some specifics are: Personnel

- needs (instructional, resource, classified and administrative);
Facilities needs (accelerated maintenance and building program);
Service needs (improved procurement and distribution); Data Processing

needs (modification of software system); ComMunity and. Communication

needs (facilities for transmitting and receiving information to
community and schoOls); Political needs (the recognition and
dedication of State government in the resolution of urban problems).

If the Baltimore city Public School System and the counties are to

meet ,the goals of the accountabilitylegislation,,the need for

resources cannot vo unrecognized.

O
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BALTIMORE CITY

TABLE 1.

r

COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES PROFILE*

A. COMMONITY CHARACTERISTICS

11).

TOTAL
POPULATION

12)

MEDIAN
'FAMILY ,

INCOME

(3)

PERCENT
DISADVANTAGED -

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

905,757 ' $8,815 38.9
.

(4)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
MALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

(5)

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
FEMALES 25 YEARS
OF AGE OR OLDER

(MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS)

9.9 10.2

B. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS (AS OF SEPTEMBER, 1973)

(6)

TOTAL
SCHOOL

ENROLLMENT

(7)

AVERAGE
TEACHER
SALARY

(8)

AVERAGE
ADMINISTRATOR

SALARY

. (9)

AVEAGE
YEARS

TEACHING
EXPERIENCE

(10)

AVERAGE
vYEARS

EXPERIENCE
ADMINISTRATOR

182,733 $101784 $18,839 . 10.6 26.9

(11)

PERCENT STAFF
MASTERS DEGREES

OR ABOVE.

(12)

SCHOOL LEVEL
PUPIL/STAFF

RATIO

(13)

PERCENT
AVG. DAILY
ATTENDANCE .

22.0 21.1 87.2

C. FINANCIAJ. CHARACTERISTICS ('FOR 1972-1973 SCHOOL YEAR)

(14)

TOTAL
PER PUPIL

COST

(15)

PER PUPIL
INSTRUCTIONAL

C

(16)

PERCENT
EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO
INSTRUCTION

(17)

PER'PUPIL
ADMINISTRATIVE
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

COSTS
$ 890.17 $655.05 73.9 $26.54

(le)

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTEDTO

ADMINISTRATION
(CENTRAL OFFICE)

C191

PER PUPIL
PUPILtPERSON-
NEL SERVICES

COSTS

(20)

PERCENT EXPENSES
ALLOTTED TO

PUPIL PERSONNEL.
SERVICES

2.9 $13.84 1.5

"SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINTION OF TERMS AND SOURCE? OF DATA PROVIDED IN THIS TABLE.

r
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BALTIMORE CITY'

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAGE STANDARD AGE -SCORE),

AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE EQUIVALENCE),
BY SKILL AREAS.

SKILL
AREAS

II)

GRADE

12)

NUMBER OF
STUDENTS

.ENROLLS.)*

(3)

,PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED**

(4)

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

(5)
AVERAGE

STANDARD
AGE
SCORE
(SASt

(6)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

($D)

'(T)

AVERAGE
GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
(GE)If

(8)

STANDARD'
DEVIATION

(SD)

11.1

VOCABULARY

3 14805 7.20
a

142 89.9; 15.63 2.84' 1.2.1

5

.

14166 85.49 138 90.8
.,..

15.66 .

.

4.37
'

1.51

7
....

15318 75.02 29 89.6 "1648 5.7O 1.83

9 12167 79.12 39
-.

"1 91.9 1 15.42 7.40 1.98 ''

(2)

READING
COMPRE-
HENSION

14e05 .87.20 142 89.9 15.b3- 2.86 1.07

14166 85.49 . - 138 90.8 15:66 .4.42 1.33

7 15318 7,.02 29 09.6 16.18 5.7A

.

1.65

9 12167 79.I2 39 , % 91.9 15.42
.

7.15 .,, 1.90

(31

SPELLING

I-
(4)

.CAP1TAL-
IZATION

3 14805 87.61 ° 142 . 89.9 15.63 3.50 1.35

5

I

14166 q16.255 . 138 . 90.8 15.66 4.98 1.77

.

7 15318 75.55

.

29 °894 16.18 6.22 2.14

9 12167 78.52 * 39 91.9 15.42
9

7.91
..-

2.33

3 14805 .87.61

.

142 89.9 15.63 3.33 4.27

5 % 14166 86.25 138
e
90.8

0

15e 66 .025.02 0
.

'

.
1.63

15318
r

75.55 ' 29 ' 89.6 16.18 6.43 2.-01

9 12167 78.52 39 91.9 15.42 ' 4].99 2.22 *

151

PUNCTUATION ...........---.----,.......,

3 14805 87.61 .142 89.9.' 15.630 .3.50 1.32

5 14166 86.25 138
,

90. 15.66 4a95 1.59

.

7

i

15318 75.55 29 89.6 16.18 6.24 1.91

12167 78.52 .39 15%42 7.80 2.11

* AS OF 9/30/73i ADJUSTED TO INCLUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.

** NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED SPRING, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRES,ED AS A PERCENTAGE.

t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS( DERIVED FROM COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST,
NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION.

THE MEANS FOR THE NATIONAL NORM
GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 1001 NATIONAL SD . 16.

tf GRADE EQUIVALENCE (GE)
4 DERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS, FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE

NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE. APPROXIMATELY 3.7, 5.7, 7.7, 9.4, VARYING SLIGHTLY

FOR Ellf:H SKILL AREA.
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BALTIMORE CITY.

TABLE 2. NONVERBAL ABILITY (AVERAE STANDARD AGE SCORE);'
AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT (GRADE' EQUIVALENCE),

BY SKILL AREAS

(CONTINUED)

SKILL
AREAS

.,......-...

11)

GRADE

(2)

HOMIER OF
STUDENTS
ENROLLED *

V

PERCENT OF
STUDENTS
TESTED **

'o)

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
TESTED

15)
A ERAGE .

STANDARD
AGE
CORE
SAS) t

16)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

, .- .. .

(71

AVERAGE
'GRADE

EQUIVALENCE
(GE) tt

.
.

$0)

STANDARD
DEVIATION

(SD)

.16)

LANGUAGE
USAGE

3 14005 17.61 142 WO , 15.63. 3.00 1.24

5'

t

14166 06.25 130 90.1

-i

15.66 4.53 1.05

7 15314. 75.55 29 80.6 .0.18 6.03 1.116

9 . 12167 ^70.5270.52 39e 01.9. 15.42 ' 7.35 .. 2.14

17)

LANGUAGE
. TOTAL

14.805 07.61 144 " ' 09.9 15.63 3.36 .1.11

' 14166 86.25 130 f 90.1 15.66 4.19 ,1.41
.

15310 75.55 29
i

I 09.6 16.18

0)46

6.24 1;70
.

- 9 12167 10.52 39 ; 91.9
4-

, 15.42 7.70 1.08

(0) .

MATHEMATICAL
CONCEPTS

...- .,

'

0
3 14805 87.29 142 09.9 15.63 ' 3.06 . .92

'5
.14166 06.49 136 , 90.0 .: 15.66 4.75 1.23

7
15310 73.92 ,29

1

09.6 16.10
.,.,

6.19 ' 1.477

9
12167 79.63 39 91.9, t 15.44 7.71 1.73

(9)

MATHEMATICAL '

PROBLEMS

0

.'. 3 14005 07.251 142
! - '09.9 15.63

.*

3.06 .99

....

5 14166 06.41 130 90.1

--,

15.66 4.04 1.24

7 lane

.----

73.92 29 09.6

r

16.10 ° 6.06.. 1.57.

9
12167 7963. . 39 91.9 ' 15.42 a 7.55 1.15 ,

(16) 3
)" 4411195

q..
07.29 142

.

84'19 15.63
.

3.68

.. -

1119
4

MATHEMATICAL?
TOTAL

5

,..

flO*14

.10140-.71 06.49 130 90.0 '15.64 . .4.02 1.13

15013 , ' 73.92 29 09.6 16.18 6.15 1.39,

9
12167, ,' .79.63 91.9 15.42 '.7.65 .1.65

* AS OF 9/30/73,'ADJUSfED TOUCCUDE NONGRADED CLASSES.
. ,

4.

** NUMBER STUDENTS TESTED.5, 1974 DIVIDED BY NUMBER ENROLLED 9/30/73, EXPRESSED AS A PERCENTAGE.

t STANDARD AGE SCORE (SAS) iEl!k VEi TRW' COGNITIVE ABILITIES TEST, NONVERBAL BATTERY, FORM 1, 1971 EDITION.
THE'MEANS FOR THE WITIONAL,NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5, 7, AND 9 ARE 1001 NATIONAL SD mt10.

tt GRADE EQUIVALENCE:1W' bERIVED FROM IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS,\FORM 5, 1971 EDITION. THE MEANS IN THE
NATIONAL NORM GROUP FOR GRADES 3, 5,7, AND 9 ARg APPROXIMATELY 3.71 5.7, 7.7, ANb 0.4, VARYING. SLININTLY
FOR EACH SKILL AREA. -

51.G
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(ABBOil5TON - BROADWAY)

.11

'TABLE 3. .SC,1-100L LEVgL--COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCE5-
PROFILE*

4

'SCHOOL

`SCHOOL NAME ,

GRADE
ORGAN I-
2ATION:

111

TOTAL
SCHOOL
ENROLL
RENT
12)

PUPIL/
STAFF
)tATIO
(3)

PERCENT
AVERAGE
DAILY
ATTEN-
DANCE
(4)

et.

TOTAL NO.
AVERAGE YEARS
rXPERIENCE

PERCENT
STAFF
MASTER'S
DEGREE
OR ABOVE

(9)

AGE CHILDREN

PERCENT
DISAD
VAW
TAGED
(10

MEDIAN
EDUCA-
TION OF
MOTHER
(11)

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME
IS/
(12)

TEACHER
(5) (6)

LEACHERIADMIN.
(71 (8)

ABBOTTSTON K=6 66 26.2 90.8 31.0 2.0 10.1 29.7 24.2 21.5 10.4 7920.0

ABRAHAM LINCOLN K=6 69 25.0 9 l#9 27.0 1.0 134 33.0 21.4 35.6 $.9 6913.0
.

ALEXANDER HAMILTON K.0 776 25.0 92.3 29.0 2..'0 14.1 25.3 1 26.$ 10.0 " 7952.0

ARLINGTON
4' K....5 1352 29.4 90.$ 44.0 2.0 .6 30.5 19.6 22.2 10.5 11$10.0

ARMISTEAD 342 26.3 89.0 12.0 1.0 6.5 33.0 7.7 15.3 $.5 206.0

ARMISTEAD GARDENS PRE K6 600 17.1 92.3 33.0 2.0 1.0.2 25.7 17.1 6.8 9.4 8994.0

ARUNDEL K6 814 ma 92.3 28.0 2.5 12.6 32.4 11.5 , 40.5 10.5 6421.0

'ASHBURTON ELEM 453 30.0 .94.6 14.0 1.9. 13.0 30.0.`,20.0 12.9 12.4 10le6.0

BARCLAY .757 24.0 91.6 29.0 2.5 ,9:4` 27.6 20.6 30.2 11.6 7925.0

BARRISTER CHARLES K-6 599 21.2 90.9 21.0 1.0 9.4 30.0 13.6 30.6' 8.2 6955.0CARROLL

BAY !BOOK K-6 543 24.7 91.0 21.0 1.0 13.9 17.5 22.7 -23.0 9.5 8402.0,

DEECHFIELD g K-6 .1419 30.8 94.0 44.* 2.0 15.6 28.0 17.4 3.6 11.4 10323.0

DELMONT 553 21.3 94.2 24.0 2.0 4.3 27.0 26.9 22.4 10.2 8933.0.
. S

. BENJAMIN BANNEKER 218 16.) 12.5 1.0 10.0 37.4. 7.4 43.8 10.9 6539.0..

IENTALOU K..6 968 27.7 93.5 33.0 2.0 12.2 25.5 25.7 28.4 9.6 7707.0

BETSY ROSS 106 '567 25.8 91.8 21.0 )1.0 15.6 29.0 18.2 26.4 8.9 7891.0

4 '

SgeHMS LANE K-6 874 25.0 93.8 33.0 2.') '10.1 37.0 8.6 5.2 9.6 .10155.0
k

BROADWAY K.6 315 21.0 92.2 14.0 1.0 10.3 31.0 13.3 47.2 8.6 5638.0

SEE APPENDIX A 'FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS..

,)
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UALTINORE CITY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

ABBO.TTSTON, BROADWAY)
4. a

TABLE 41 RELATION OF 'ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS,' WITH' NONVERBAL , ABILITY STATISTICALLY'

'CONTROLLED*

o

o
0

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY, REAOIN6 COMPREHENSION
LANGUAGE TOTAL . MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

A'HOOL NAME 'GRADE AVERAGE ERAG MARY.. 0/FPER.. AVERAGE NARY DIFFER- .AVERAGE 11,481'+ DIFFER+0AVERAGE MARY. DIFFER- .

o

LAND ENCE CANO ENCE .LANO ENCE LAND ENCE

SAS fE I
NORM GE NORM GE NORM OF NORM

AbI%OTTSTON' 3
92.4 3.59

4.114AHA;. LINCOLN

87.5 2.44 2.76 ,..32 2.58 2.75 -.20 3.03 3.18 ...15 2.95 , 2.96 -.01

4.48 ...59 4.11 4.40 -.49 4.62 4.83 -,21 4.3i 4.66

84.9 2.60 2.55 +.05 2.67 2.56 8.11 3.18 2.96 +.20 .2.75 2.81 -.03

87.2 4.44 4.01 +.43 4.59 4.14 +.45 4.43 4.48 r.05 4.41 4.52 -.11

.

ALLXANPER HAMILTON 3 86.7 2.61 2.70 ...09 2.82
3.12 #.14, 2.89 2.91 -.02

4.12 +.29 3.92 4.23 ..-.31 4.79
2.71 +.11 3.P6

4.49 +.30 4.55

5 '87.3 4+41

4.55 +.00

I

ANLIN4TON 3 87.6 2.60 2.78 -.18 )r,.62 2.79 -.17 3.12 .3.18 -.06 2.77 2.17 -.20

89.5 4.10 4.33 -.23 .22 4.43 -.21 4.67 4.66 8.01 4.59 4.71

L::::

Ah%15TP4P
, '

3 88.9 2.65
5 80.8 4.58

2.77 t-.12 3.03 2.80 +.23 3.40

%

4.20 .20 3.11
4.73 4.65

4.20 +.38 4.56 4.31 +.25 5.12. 4.69. +.43 5.38

AN UAISTFAG GARNS 3 91.1 3.13 2.93 .20 3.05

4.60 +.22 4.87
2.97 .05 3.26 3.36 -.10 3,21 3.14 +.07

5 94.6 4.82 4.70 +.17 5.17 5.03 +.14 5.06 5.06 +.00 a

AWAWLL

.45118unTON LLEM

3. 89.7 , 2.76 2.87
2.55 2.92 .37 3.32 .07 2.83 3.06 -.23

5 87.3 3.92 4.10 f.45 3.74 4.24 -.50 ' 4.67 4.44 +.23 4.63 4.51 +.12

3 94.3 2.78 3.24 -.46 2.65 %.27 -.62 1.32 3.64 -.32 3.17 3.34 -.17

5 94.4 4.44 4.82 -.38 4.31 4.90 -.59 5.16 5.00 +.16 4.91 5.07, -.16

-

UAHCLAy 3 97.6 3.24 3.37 -.13 3.21 3.45 -.24 3.69 3.82 -.15 3.33 3.48 -.15

5 66.0 4.29 - 4.26 4.03 4.30 4.38 -.O6 4.72 4.52 #.20 4.67 4.59 08

BARRISTLR CHARLES 3 93.0 2.66 ma \-.32 2.59 3.05 -.46 3.01 3.44 -.41 2.91 3.21 -.30

CARROLL 5 96.5 4.59 4.50 '#.01 4.57 4.72 -.15 5.11 5.12 -.01 5.10 5.14 -.04

.

BAy wool( '3 42.1 2.81 2.99 -.1 2.69 303 -.14 3.15 3.42 -.27 - 3.14 3.14 -05

5 95.6 4.36 4.65 4.28 4.76 -.48 4.72 5.08 -.36 4.9 5.11 -.22

OECHI:TELU 3 104.5 3.74 405 -.04 '5.61M 3.88 ..!.20 4.19 4.22 7./43 3.90 3.85 +.05

5 95.9 5.45 5.06 +.39 .5.44 ., 5.14 +.30 5.48 5.32 +.66 5.88 ,5,37 +.43
,.

fiLLA014 91.6 3.35 2.94 +.36 3.28 3.03 +.25 4.02 3.41 +.61 3.15 3.17" -.02..-

93.7 4.93 4.59 +.34 4.96 4.69 +.27 5.64 4.95 +.69 5.20 5.00 +.20

OLNAmIN UANNIRER 3 78.0 2.62 2.23 +.39 2.43 2.20 8.23 2.91 2.63 +.28 2.58 2.47 .11

5 85.1 3.53 3.98 -.45. 3.57 4.12 -.55 4.06 4.29 -.23 .4.55" 4.37 8.28

OLNTALOU 3 92.0 2.35 2.98 .63 2.62 3.03 -.41 3.45 3.42 -.04" 3.07 3.18 11

5 95.5 3.96 4.62 ...66 4.10 4.76 -.66 5.14 5.05 #.09 4.82 5.09 -..27

.
t

3 41.4 2.6610.15Y ROSS 2.92 ...04 1:80 2.97 g -.17 t 3.15 3.36 -.21 3.20

5 91.1 4.51 4.30 +.21 4.62 4.41 +.21 4.61 4.77 -.16 4.79 :::81 ::g:

OKLHM5 LANL 3 100.2 3.43 3.47 -.04 3.30 3.55 -.25 4.06 3.91 +. 3.61 8.05

5 100.7 5.22 5.06 .16 5.13

15 3.55

5.15 -.02 5.59 5.47 1.12 5.52 5.49 .03

1040AOKAY 3 80.5 2.28 2.27 +.01 2.37 2.25, +.09 2.52 2.71 -.19 2,53 .57 ...04

5 65.9 4944 3.80 +.64 5.16 3.95 +1.21 4.03 4.30 -.27 4.27 4.35 -.08

it
'.

t SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OP TERMS USEDANG EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK Is)

ACCOMPANYING "DIFPERENCEN SCORES.
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a

(ABBOTTSTON

'TABLE 5.

oALTIMoRE CITY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

K

SCHOOL NAME GRADE

ABBOTsTON

- BROADWAY)

RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, I3Y SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
STATISTI'CA6LLY CONTROLLED*

0
SKILL AREAS

*** ft

VOCAnuLARY READING COmPREH SION

AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER...AND/AGE
LANG ENCE

SE NORM 6E

AVERSE AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER-
, LAND EuCE

5A5 GE NORM

3 87.5 2.44 2.74
92.4 .3.89 4.51

%RBRAHAm LINCOLN 3 84.9
5 87.2

ALEXAN0ER HAMILTON 3 86.7

ARLINGTON 3 67.6

ARMISTEAD..

414,,ISTEAD GARDENS

ARuNOLL

ASHBURTON LLEM 3 94.3
94.4

O ARCLAY 3 97.6
b 22.0

8AmRISTER CHARLES 3 93.0
CARROLL,. b 96.5

5 57.3

5 89.5

2.60 2.57
4.44 4.07

2.61
4.41

2.59
4.07

2.60 2.75
4.10 4.26

J 88.9 2.65 2.83
5 69.2 4.55 4.29

3 91.1 3.13 2.97
5 94.6 - 4.82 4.70

3 89.7 2.76 2.22
87.3 3.92 4.01

B AY uRnOK

dEECHFIELu

EILLMONT

BENJAMIN baNNEKER

DENTALnU

BETSY ROSS

BHEHMS LANE

1514041242Y

3 92.1
5 95.6

2.78 1.18
4.44 4.68 '

3.24 3.39
4.29 4.13

2.66 3.09
4.59 4.87

2.8I
4.36

3.04
4.79

3 104.5 3.74 3.83
5 98.9 5.45 5.07

3 91.6
5 93.7

.3
S

75.0,
85.1

3 92.0
95.5

3 91.4
5 91.1

3.35.°
4.93 4.62

2162' 2.13.
3.53 3.82

ii4: 4.78
3.03

P.'firi51
2.99
4.40

3 100,2 3.43 3.56
5 100.7 5.22 5.23

3 60.5 2.26 2.29
5 65.0 4.44 3.88

LANGUAGE TOTAL 0

MARY-
LAND
NORM

MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

DIFFER-
ENCE

DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY-
ENCE LAM

GE NORM

-.30 2.58 2.77 -.19 5.03 3.17 -.14 2.95 2.95 4.00-.62 4.11 4.62 7.51 4.62 4.154 -.22 4.31 4.90 -.59 .

4.01 2.67 2.60 4.07 3.15 S:01 4.17 2.78 2.81 -.034.37 4.59 4.21 4.38 4,43 4.45 -.02 4.4 -1 4.51 ..10

-.On 2.52 2.72 4.10 3.26 3.12 4.14 2.29 2.90 -.014.34 3.92 4.21 -.29 4.79 4.46 4.33 4.05 4.52 +.03

-.15 2.62 2.76 -.16 3.12 3.18 -.06 2.77 2.95 -.18-.16 4.22 4.39 -.17 4.67 4.62 4.05 4.59 4.68 -.09

-.12 3.03 2.86 , 4.17 3.40 3.26 4.14 3.11 3.02 4.094.20 '4.55 4.42 4.14 5.12 4.65 4.47 5.38 4.70 4.611 *

4.16 3.05 3.01 4.04 3.26 3.40. 4.14 3.21 3.14 4.074.12 4.57 4.80 4.07 5.17 5.01 4.16 5.06 5.06 4.00

O

-.1; 2.55 2.92 -.37 305 3.31 -.06 2.83 3.07 4.424-.15 3:74 -.47 4.67 4.46 4.21 4.63 4,52 4.11

-.40 2.65 3.22 -.57 3.32 3.60 -.28 3.17 3.32 -.154:24 4.31 4.79 4.48 5.16 5.08 4.16 4.91 5.04 -.13

-.15 3.21 3.44 -.23 3.69 3.50 -.11 3.33 3.50 -.174.16 4.30 4.27 4.03 4.72 4.51 4.21 4.67 4.57 4.10

-.43 2.59 3.14 -.55 301 3.51 -.5n 2.91 3.25 4.34-.28 4.57 4.96 -.39 5.11 5.15 4.04 5.10 5.20 4.10

-.25 2.59 3.05 -.19 1.15 3.46 -.31 3.14 3.20 4.954.41 4.28 408 -.60 4.72 5.09 -.37 4.89 5.13 -.24

.00 3.68 3.98 -.22 4.19 4.23 .04 3.00 3.22 4.024.38 5.44 5.15 .4.29 5.98 5.34 .54 5.80 5.38 4.42

4.35 3.25 3.04 4.24 402: 3.43 4.59 3.15 3.17 -.024.T w.92 4.73 4.23 5.64, 4.94 .70 5.20 4.99 4.21

4.49
-.35

2.43
3.57
4.

2.14
4.04

4.29
4.47

2.91'
4.86

2.58
4.29

.33 2.58

.23 4.55
2.43
4.35

4.15
4.20

4.611 2.h 3.07. 4.45 1.35 3.45 4..07 3.87 3.19 -.12-.82 4.10 4.57 4.77 5.14' ,5.08 4.06 4.82 5.13 -.31
1

-.11
4.11

'2,80
4.62

3.03
4.52

4.25.
4.10

3.15
4.61

3.4
4.74

4.27 3.20
4.13 4.79

3.16
4.80

4.04
4.01

. .

-.13 3.30 3.61 -.31 4.86 3.9k. 3.54 4.02-.01 5,13 5.29 -.16 5.59 5.47 4.1 2 5.51 4.01

-.01
4.56

2.37
5.16

2.30
4.03

4.07
41.0

2.52
4.83

2,74
4.28

1.4.22 2.53
1-.25 4.27

2.56
4.35

4.03
-.05

I SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DeFINITIONS
OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (4)ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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(BROOKLYN - LUTHER KING 1

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL -- COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE*

e

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
.

.

PERCENT PERCENT '

PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN
.

TOTAL VERAGE, , AVERAGE YEARS STAFF
GRADE. SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S DISAD". EDUCA- FAMILYORGANI- ENROLL-. STAFF TTEN- ,DEGREE VAN- TION OF INCOME

TEACHER
-
ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.ZATION MENT RATIO DANCE OR AIOVE TAGED MOTHER IS/SCHOOL NAME Cl) 12/ (31 (4) IS/ I6/ Cl) 16/ (9/ 110/ 111/ 1121

IROOKLYN K-6 535 _24.8 93.2 20.6 1.0 0 12.3 17.5 13.9 16.9 9.6 8868.0-

'ZCALLAWAY K-6 1025 31.1 94.6 31.0 2.0 9.5 34.5 21.2 12.1 9714.p

C GODWIN WOODSON 613 24.5' 93.6 24.0 1.0 8.8 30.0 12.0 16.5 10.9 8475.0

CECIL 718 26.1 92.2 24.5 3.0 12.7 22.8 29.1 29.8 9.7 7429.0

CHARLES CARROLL OF

r-""4.;

PRE K-6 1351 22.3 90.8 58.5 2.0 12.9 35.5 18.2 57.2 8.9 3743.0

CHERRY RILE K-6\ 893 27.9 92.9 30.0 2.0 9.5 23.13 Z6.1 43.6' 9.6 5374.0

....k- '
t.,

CITY SPRINGS PRE K-0 7.:4.. 642 --19.0 91.7 31.0 2.0 9.5 27 5 27.3 53.7 6.8 40V.0
1

,,,,,,

COLDSTREAM PARK K-6r.-"' jjol 27'..'6 92.9 24.0 2.0 7.2 23.0 23.1 22.4 10.1 7567.0

--'!'-'.2 ;-'

.Ii

COLLINGTON SQUARE PRE K-6 1114 "i9.05 91.3 37.0 1.0 8.1 31.0 13.1 36.0 9.6 7356.0

COLUMBUS 725 25.9 93.4 26.0 2.0 10.3 26.4 14.3 28.2 9.8 " 7194.0

f t.

A---
COMMODORE JOHN PRE K-6 1145 22.4 /616.6-4'7 46.5 2.0 9.5 27.3 16.8 34.7 8.4 6318.0ROGERS

COPPIN I K-6 566 91.4 21.0 1.0. 13.9 29.0
/

9.1 39.0 9.0 6157.0

CROSS COUNTRY .K-5 748 26.2 92.5 26.5 2.0 17.9 25.0 14.0 9.1 12.3 13626.0

CURTIS BAY K-6 778 25.9 91.3 28.0 2.0 7.5 33.0 13.3 17.4 9.1 8738.0
4

DAVID E PRE K-6 665 19.6 89.0 33.0 2.0 11.0 31.3 31.4 57.5 8.7 3483.0

I

DICKEY HILL K-6 543 25.9 95.4. 20.0 1.0 11.4 26.0 38.1 8.1 12.4 10299.0

4
DR BERNARD'44RRIS PRE K-6 641 21.4 90.7 28.0 2.0 10.4 26.7 23.3 47.2 9.1 5797.0

DR M LUTHER KING' JR 973 26.3 69.9 35.0 2.0 6.3 17.4 16.2 28.5 10.0 7573.0

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OP TERMS.
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(BROOKLYN -.7- LUTHER KING)

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY -SKILL

BALTIMORE CITY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

AREAS, WITH .NONVERBAL ABILITY S,TATISTICALLY

CONTROLLED*
'4

Y
VOCABULARY

.

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE' AVERAGE' MARY-
LAND

SAS GE NORM

BROOKLYN 96.1 .0.23 3.22
93.2 4.57 4.51

CALLA, AY 86.6 3.05 2.78
87.7' 4.17 4.34

M.

C GODWIN WOODSON 3 88.5 2.75 2.84
5 92.5 4.40 . '4.53

CLC1L 3 85.4 2.55 2.61-
5 0.3 4.19 4.15

o

CHARLES CARROLL OF- 3 83.6 2.35 2.44

CARROLLYDN 5 87.4 4.48 3,90

i

CROW HILL 88.2 2.54 2.75
87.3 3.96 4.01

e.
.

CITY SPRINGS 4 85.3 2.29 2.54
5 88.7 3.77 4. 00

*

COLDSTPEAM PARK 3- 88.1 2.66 412.78

6 87.1 3.76 4.10

COLL1NCTON SQUARE 3 87.1 2.23 2.70
5' 89.1 3.56 4.19

COLUMBUS 3 88.3 2.76 17:74

5 88.1 3.78

o

COMMOUORE JOHN 3 82.8 . 2.35 2.41

ROGERS . 5 82.1 3.90 3.62

COWIN 3 82.0 2.64 2.38
05.4 4.09 3.87

, .

6055 COUNTRY 3 99.2 3.80 3.54
99.2 5.80 5.25

,

.

CURTIS BAY. 3 89.8 2.89 2.85

t. , 5 98.4 4.20 4..82
.

DAVID E WEOLEIN 3 -83.7 2.30 2.4
83.2 3.53 3.61

DICIEY HILL 3 101.4 3.60 3.64
5 .99.1 5.22 5.13

DR BERNARD HARRIS
.

88.9 2.35 , 2.71
:88.9 3.07 4.09

. . . .

DR M LUTHER KING, JR 3, 82.3 2.48 2,44
5 86.2 3.83 4.03

SKILL AREAS

. .
. .

READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL
. .

,

DIFFER.. AVERAGE MARY.. DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER,. AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER-

-DICE LAW ENCE" LAND- ENCE LAND ENCE.

GE NORM GE NORM GE NORM
. ,

+.01 3.20 3.29 -.09 3.81 3.66 4.15 3.52 3.40 4.12

+.06 4.68 4.62 +.06 5.05 4.93 +.12 . 5.25 4.96 +.29

.
1.

+.27 2.92 2.78 4.14 3.51 3.17 +.34 1.12 2.94 +.18

-.17 4.06 4.42 :*..36 4.56. 4.54 +.'02 4.34 4.61. -.27

-.09 2.77 : 2.86 3.59 3.25 +.34. 3.27 3.02 +.25

-.13 4.33 . 4.65 4,92 4.85 +.07 4.55 4.90 ...35

-.06 2.78 2.62 +.16 3. 3.03 +.18 3.85 2.84 4.21

+.04 4.25 4.27 4.60 4.55 +.05 r 4.53 4.61

-.09 2.55 2.48 t.07 2.92 2.91 +.01 2.84 2.71 +.13

+.58 4.09 4.10 z.01 4.89 4.40.' +.49 . '4.72 4.46 +.26

-.21 2.34 2.80 -.446 3.12 3.23 -.09 2.76 2.97 -.21

-.05 4.13 4.18 -.05 4.66 4.43 +.23 4.53 4.49 +.04

.

..25 2.59 2.59 +.-00 2.63 1 *..38 2.73 2.80 -.07

-.23 3.82 4.19 -.37 4.58 1'10 +.08 4.47 4.55 .,.....08

-.12 2.67 2.80 -.13 3.16 3.20 -.04 2.84 2.98. -.14

...34 4.03 4.22 -o'.19 3.97 I.47 -.50 4.40 4.53. -.13

-.47 2.45 2.72 -.27 2.89 3.13 -.24 . 2.71 2.93 -.22

-.63 3.93 4.32 -.39 4.19 4.61 -.42 4.30 4.66- -.36
. r.

,
*I)

.

,

:..rilZ 2.65 2.81 -.16 3.15: 3.21 -.06 2.79 2.99 .- -.20

4.26 -.33 4.44 4.53 -.09 4.46 4.59 : -.13

...,06 %D.S3 2.42 ..' +.11 2.01 2.84 -.03 2.63 2.69 -.06

+.28 3.81, 3.15. +.06 4.94 4.12 -.08 4.31 44.18 +.13 °.

+.26 2.45 '
2.39,. 4006 . 2.07 '2.81 +.06 \2.56 .65 +.09

4.01 4.14 4.67 '4.33 +1+34 4.67+.22 4.15
4,39 +.28

+.26 3.75 3.57 +.18 4.40 '3.92 +.48 3.78 . 3.61 +.17

+.55 5.44 5.27 +.17 6.05' 5.42. +.63 5.68 5.46 +,22

4.04 3.05 2.88 +.17 3.24 3.27. -.03 2.9A 3.07 . -.09

, -.62 4.38 4.93 4 -.55 4.80 5.28 -.48 5.10 5.31 -.21

.

..',14 2.46 2.48, -.02 2.59 2.91 ...432 2.55° 2.72 -.17

-.08 3.83 3.80 +.03 4.01 N. 4.12 -.11 . 4.05 '4.18 '..13 .
,

.

.

-.04 3.47 Y -.25- 4.56 J. 4.06 +.50 3.75 3.70 4.05

+.09 5.14 5.22 ../5.92\ 5.32 +.60 5.60 5.37 +.23

-.42 2.41 2.82 ,5407 -.1 2.58 3.23 -.65 2.67 3.00 -.33 .

..1.02 3.72
----

4.24 -.52 3.88 4.56 -.68 3.95 4.61 -,66 t,

'

4.04 2.25 2.44 -.19 3.40 2.85 4.15 2.51 2.69 -.18'

-.20 3.85 4.15. . -.30 4.40 4.41 .°.01 4.53 4.47 +.06
r

4 'SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (A)

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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(BROOKLYN --LuTHERrkINd)

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
.AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*

BALTIMORE CITY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

,t

SKILL APEAS
t*

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION . LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL- TOTAL
SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE

A'SAS GE

MARY +
LAND
NORM

0/FFER+ AVERAGE
ENCE

' GE

BROOKLYN A 3 96.1 3.23 3.29 -.06 320
93'.2 4.57 4.56 ....01 4.65

.cALLAWAY . 86.600 3.05
4.17

2.68
4.11

+07
+.05

2.9
4.05

C. GODWIN WOODSON 3 68.5 . 2.75 2.80 -.05 2.77"5 92.5 4.40 4.52 +.12 4633
a .

CECIL 3 85.4 2.55 2.61 "1.4.06 .- 1.7t5 88.3 4.19 4.16 4 .03 41.25

CHARLES CARROLL OF 3 83.6 2.35 2.49 -.14' 2.555 87.4CARROLLTON 4.48 . 4.011 4.40 4.09

3' 80.2 2.54 .2.79.. 2.34 .L
.00MMLL

5 87.3 3.95 le.O +.11 4.13'

CITY SPRINGS 3 85.3. 2.89... 2.60 +.31 2.59.
5 88.7. 3.77 4:19 -.42 3.82

.

'1.

,COLDSTREAM PARK 3 'ABA 2.66' 2.78 +.12 2,67
5 87.1 3.76 4.06 -.30 9.03,

i

COLLOIGTON SOARE-. 3 .64.1 2.23 2.71 +.48 2.455 .69.1k 3.56 4.23 -.67 3.93

%0.CQLUMbUS 3'7 58.3
0 08.1

2.76
3.70.

2.79
4.14

'+.03
-.36

2.65
3.93..

%

COMMODORE jot* ir 3 82.6% 2.35 204 +.0 2.53ROGERS 5 82.1 3.90 3.63 +.27 3.81 a

COFFIN' 3 82.0 2.64 2.39 +.25 2.455 85.4 4.09* 3.91 .18 4.15

MSS COMITY 3 99.2 3.80 3.49 +.31 3.755 99.2
t

c104TI5 BAY 3 89.8

5.80

2.89

5.10

2.89

.70

408

5.44

3.055 08.4' 4.28. 6.03 ..83 * 4.38

DAVID F WEGLEIN 3 63.7 2.30 2.50 -.20 2.465 83.2 3.53 3.72 .19 3.83

4DICKEY HILL, 3 101,4 3.60 3.63 +.03 3.41
5 99.1 5.22 5.09 +.13 5.44

0M-BERMARO'HARRIS 68.9 2.35 2.83 +.48 2.415 88.9 3.07 4.21 -1.14 * 3.72

. DR M LUTHER KING. JR 3 82.3 2.48 2.41 +.07 2.25
',I. -° 5 86.2' n 3.83 3.98 +.15 305

0
'

',.... /

MARY- DIFFER+ AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE
`

MARY+ OtFFER+
'EKE

LAND ENCE ',.. LAND ENCE LANDNORM GE NORM -GE NORA .,

5484 , -.14 3411 3.71 4,410 3.82 '3.42 +.104..;6' "OA 5.115. i 4.90 4...115 .5.25 ,;,,, 4.96 +.29

-O.

2.3 1 . +.21. 3.51"c!. .3..12 4.39 3:12 '206' +.2V-4,...-:.19. 4.SE, '.:' 41494 : +.07' 4.34 ',, 4.55 +.21
2510

..-

.
..2.84 +.07 3.59 .30.3 ',- +.36 3.27. 3.00 +.27.4.63 *. -.30 ' 4.92+ 455 '1*-007 0 4.55 '4.90 ,,,, +.35

. '!.. :' -'
.

42.63 /.15 3.21 S.0.4 ' +.17 3.05 2:83 +.22'4.29 -.04 4260 4.53 .4157 4.53 4.59 -.06

'2.51 +.04 '2.92 2.93 -.6 2.84 2.73 /4 +.14' 4.22 :+.13 4.46. +.43 ,4.72 4.52 . 4.20

2.02 -.48*. 3.12 '43.22 +.10 2.76 :2.994.21 .,..1)8 4.66 ,.-"4.46 +.20 '4.53 4,52'
-.23
+.01

.
2.62 +.03 , 2.63 - 3.04 +.41 2.73 . 2.83 ,.....lo4:33 . _ +.51 4.58 4.56 4.02. 4.47 -4.62

..

. ''.

2.81 :. +.14 301e 3.21 -.05 2.84 2.98' .+.144.20 -.17 3.97 4.44 ;+f47 4.40 4.50 :.....10
.

2./4 . .+.24 2.84' : /3:15 +.26 2;71. 2.93 +.22

.

4.36 +.43'. 4.19 4.59 -.40 4.30 4.65 +5,35

2.82 +.17 3.15 3:22 -.07 : 2.79. 2.99 -.20.4.28 -.35 4.44 . 4.52 +.08 4.46 `,4.58

2.46 +.07 2.61 2.88
3.79 '+.02 4.94 4.06

-.07 2.63
-.02 4.31

-.12

2.69., -.06
4.13, / +.18

N
2.40 +.05 2.0 2.83 +.04 2.56 2.65 +OR!:4.06 +.09 4.67 4.31 +.36 4.67 4.38 +.29;-*.

3.55 +.20 4.40 3.90 +.50 3.78 3595.17 , +.27 6.05 5.36 4.69 5.68 0r40

1

2.92 +.13 3.04 3.32 +.08 2.98
4.4Z

5.11 +.73 * 4.60 5,00 -.50 5.10

.
2.52 +.66 2.59 2.94 +.05 2.55 2.7 43.88 -.05 4.01 4.15 +.14 4.05 4.2f.

d 1'

.19
+.28

-.09
-.24

-.19
-.16

3.69 -.22 4.56 4.04 +.52 3.75 3.71 .045.17 -.03 5.52 5.35 +.57 5.60 509 1121

4;11,2.86 +.45 2.58 3.26 1 .-.86 2.67 -3.02.- +.8AtIl..4.34 -.62 3.68 4.58 +.70 3.95 41441 .,....,,.69-iir

2.42 +.17 3.90 2.85..; "'" 15 2.51 J2.66 41154.12 -.27 4.40 40/ +. p,Is , 4.43 +.10
-.

(),,,i

t SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR'EFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (4)
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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tEDGECOMB CIRCLE GEnRGE S REET)

TALE 34 SCHOOL LEVEL -- COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE*

.

SCHOOL AfE CHILDREN
PERCENT PERCENT .

PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN
TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS STAFFGRADE SCHO01 PUPIL) DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S DISAD-. EDUCA.. FAMILYORGANI- ENROLL- STAFF ATTEN DEGREE VAN-. TION OF INCOMETEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.

.

ZATION, RENT RATIO DANCE OR ABOVE TAGED MOTHER ($)
.., . SCHOOL NAME (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8), (9) (10) (11) (121

EDGECOMB.CIRCLE K-6 1326 31.9 92.9 39.6

EDGEWOOD K-6 744 25.2 94.1 27.5

ELEMENTARY #94 K6 -551 25.0 92.8 . 21.0

ELEMENTARY #126 ' PRE K -6 246.. 27.3 91.3 8.0

4 .4

ELMER A HENDERSON K^6 .810 24.5 91.3 31.0

.
EUTAW. PRE K."45 956- 24.5 90.8 37.0

FANNIE L BARBOUR 673 24.9. 91.1 25.0

FORT WORTHINGTON 2-6 1138 22.8 93.5 48.0

FRANKFORD ,K4 782' 27.0 94.5 27.0

,..

F D ROOSEVELT K-6 529 29.4- 92.4 17.0

.

FRANKLIN SQUARE PRE K-6 659 18.3 93.3 34.0

FURLEt K-6 841 28.5 94.4 27.5

014

FURMAN L TEMPLETON NO RESOURCE DAD AS OF 9/73

GARDENVILLE K -6 497 27.6. 93.7 17.0

GARRETT HEIGHTS K -6 537 25.6 94.5 20.0

GENERAL WOLFE K -4 280 26.4 89.3
0

9.6

.

GEORGE KELSON NO RESOURCE DATA AS OF 9/73

GEORGE STREET 717 18.4 -89.7 37.0

* SEE APOENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

523
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2.0 8.6 33.5 21.6 23.7 11.0

2.0 17.9 24.5 30..5 23.0 11.1

1.0 12.8' 34.0 '22.7 32.5 9.6

1.0 16.4 24.0 22.2 32.7 8.5

2.0^- 10.0. 35.9 24.2 47.9 8.9

2.0 12.0 20.5 25.6 49.0 9.4
.

0

2.0 17.1 30.8 22.2 45.3 8.2.

2.0 10.5 35.5 8.0 /2.3 10.1

2.0 14.3-' 22.0 0.0 3.0 11.5

1.0 11.9. 16.8 33.3 25.3 10.7

2.0, 13.0 28:5 22.2, 42.9 8.6

2.0 7.4 30.7 16.9 3.6 10.5
...

i 58.7 8.5

1.0 , 12.3. 29.0 27.8 ,5.0 10.3

1.0 14.9 23.0 23.8 . 4.5 11.0,

1.0 12.8 23.0 24.5 23.5 8.2

48.8 '9.0

.

2.0 12.6 41.5 25.6 58.3 8.6

8470.0

8868.0

7073.0

6511.0

5875.0

5553.0

4978.0

9075.0

9943.

8129.0

5823.0

10312.0

3999.0

10602.0

10789.0

7621.0

5151.0

3645

4



(EDGECOMB CIRCLE -'GEORG,F STREET)

BALTIMORE CITY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

o

TABLE 4. RELATION; OF AtHIEVEMANTPTO MARYLAND NORKS, BY SKILL"

AREAS, WITH NONJ WVELA,B PILI4-STATISTICALLY
'

A

CONTROLLED

o, SKILL AREAS- ,

t
_

6 VOCABULARY, READING COMPREHENSION J.ANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

SCHOOL NAME GRADF,AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY- DIVFER.. AVERAGE MARY.. DIFFER.. AVERAGE Mier. OIFFER- .AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER..

LAND ENCE
. LAND ENCE LAND ENCE'

LAND ENCE

SAS GE NORM .

GE NORM
GE ,NORM .

GE ' NORM

'
- 1

. . .

EDGECOMB CIRCA 3 67;9 2.74 2.81 .-.07 2.68 42.82 -.14 3.14 3.22 ' ...08 2.82 2.99 ...17"

. 5' cO3.3 - 3.72 '. 4.60 L.68 * 4.20 4.71 -.51 4.67 4.90 . -.23 4.47 6.95' -.48

6 ° .6

EU6CIonD 3 87.0 3.13° 2.76 +.37 2.75 '2.77 -.02 3.39 3.17 +.22 3.07 2.95 +.12

5 .88.1 ° 4.54 4.27,,,, +.27 4.70 4.37 +.'33 4.88 4.56 +.32 4.78 4.62 +.16

,.,

ELEMENTARY /94 3 83.5 , 2.84 2.49 +.35 2.66 2.50 +.16 3.21 2.92 +.29 2.77 2.74 +.03

5 60.8 ° 3.26 3.64 -.38 3.75 3.75 +.00 4.33 4.84 +.29 4.37
vVir

4.10 +.27

ELEMENTARY 1126 3 88.2 2.87 2.71 +.16 2.64 2.75 -.11 2.77 ' 3.16 -.39 3.01 ,' 2.97 +.04

5 82.4 3.95 3.65 +.30 3.65 3.78 ...13 4.14 4.15 -.01 4.38 4.20 +.18

ELt.6H A HENDERSON 3 84.2 2.63 2.50 +.13 2.61 2.52 +.09 3.04

5 63,9 3.38 3.75 -.37 3.55 3.90 -.35 3.76
2.94
4.23

+.10-
-.47

.2.78,
4.09

2.76
4.28

+.02
-.19

EUTA. 3 86.5 3.07 2.64 +.43 2.76 2.68 +.08 3.11 3.09 +.02 2.94 2.88 +.06

5 85.5 '4.34 3.88 +.46 4..27 4.03 +.24 4.74 4.32 +.42 4.63 4.38 +.25

FAUNIE L B$HODUR 79.7 2.16 2.21 -.05 2.,31 2.21 +.10 2.64 2.65 -.01 2.56 2.52 +.04

67.6 3.74 3.92 -.18 3.78 4.09 -.31 4.57 4.46 +.11 4.05 4.51 -.06

FORT .1RTHINGTON 3 86.1 2.87 2.68 +.14 2.72 2.68 +.04 3.33 3.08 +.25 2.98 2.89 +.09

"5. 88.5 4.41 4.25 +.16 4.17 4.34 -.17 4.69 4.61 +.08 4.68 4.66 +.02

FRANKFORO 3 91.7 3.11 3.05 +.06 3.04 3.08 -.04 3.65 3.45 +.20 3.30 3.20 +.10.

5 101.3 5.64 5.20 4.44 5.62 5.30 +.32 6.09 5.47 +.62 6.08 5.51 +.57

F D ROOSEVELT 3 82.8 2.43 2.50 -.07 2.54 2.49 +.05 3.49 2.90 +.19 2.81 2.72 +.09

5 80.8 3.94 , 3.74 +.20 3.73 3.84 -.11 4.53 4.05 +.40 4.40 4.12 +.36

FRANKLIN SQUARE 3 87.4 3.08 2.67 +01 2.67 2.71 -.04 3.49 3.12 +.37 3.07' 2.92 +.15

5 82.9 3.84 3.67 +.17 4.03 3.81 +.22 4.37 4.16 +.21 4.34 4.22 +.17

FURLEY 3 97.6 3.28 3,35 ...07 3.36 3.41 -.05 3.78 3.78 +.00 3.55 3.49 +.06

5 97.6 5.21 4.91 4.30 5.11 4.99 +.12 5.51 5.25 +.26 5.39 5.28 +.11

fURMAN L ILMPL4.TON 3 83.6 2.28 2.43 -.15 , 2.47 2.47 +.00 2.46 2.90 -.44 2.49 2.71 -.22

5 87.9 3.75 3.93 -.10 4.12 '4.12 +.00 4.29 4.45 -.16 4IP1 4.50 -.29

3.47 3.49 -.02 ,.41t 3.56 -.22 4.05
GAROENVILLE 3 100.'0 44 3.91 +.14 3.79 3.61 4.4.18

5 102.2 5.65 5.21 +.44 5;57 5.30 +.07 5.82 5.57 +.25 5.89 5.60 +.29

I
OAHRETT_BE1GNTS- 3 99.8 3.32 3,50 -.18 3,55 3.57 -.02 4.06 3.92 +.14 3.55 . 3.61 -.06

5 99.8 5.53 5.11 +.42 5.49 5.18 +.31 5.88 5.40 +.48 5.44 5.44 +.00

GENERAL WOLFE 3 88.9 2.81 2.75 '4.05 2.62 2.79 -.17 2.86 3.20 -.34 3.21 3.01 +.20

GEORGE J(ELSON 5. 80.0 3.49 3.48 +.01 3.21 3.63 -.42 3.91 3.94 -.03 4.12 '4.01 +.11

GEORGE STREET 3 87.2 2.63 2.64 -.01 2.65 2.70 -.05 3.11 3.12 ...01 2.86 2.89 -.03

5 86.8 3.33 3.84 ..51 3.61 4.04 -.43 3.86 4.36 -.50 4.15 4.42 -.27

SEE CHAPTER 4 SECTION 4.1.2 FOR-DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (4)

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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(EDGECOMB CIRCLE - GEORGE STREET)

BALTIMORE CITY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SK/LL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL.ABILITY AND' SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
STATISTICALLY CONTOILLED*

SKILL AREAS

SCHOOL NAME

VOCARULARY

GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY-
LAND

'SAS GE NORM

READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE

DIFFFP:. AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY-
ENCE LANO ENCE LANO

'GE NORM GE NORM
41

TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER-
ENCE LANO ENCE

GE NORM

'EU6ECOM6 CIRCLE', 3 87.9 2.74 2.77 -.03 2.68 2.80 -.12 3.14 3.20 -.06 2 012 2.97 -.15
5 93.3 3.72 4.59 -.87 * 4.20 4.70 -.50 4.67 4.91 -.24 4.47 4.96

...11,9

EDGE WOOD, 3 87.0 3.13 2.71 4,42 2.75 2.74 +.01 3.39 3.14 +.25 3.07 2.92 +.15
5 68.1 4.54 4.14 +.40 4.70 4.28 +.42 4.88 4.52 +.36 4.74 4.58 +.20

ELEMENTARY 1194 3 83.5 2.84 2.48 +.36 2.66 2.50 +.16 3.21 2.92 +.29 2.77 2.73 +.11451 80.6 3.26 3.51 +.25 3.75 3.69 +.06 4.33 3.96 +.37 4.37 4.03 +.34
ELEMENTARY 0126 3 88.2 2.87 2.79 +.08 2.64. 2.82 +.18 2.77" 3.22 +.45 3.01 2.99 +.025 82.4 3.95 3.65 +A.30 3.65 3.82 -.17 4.14 4.09 +.05 4.35' 4.15 +.23
ELmER HEADERs0N 3 84.2 2.63 2.53 4.10

i
2.61 2.55 +.06 3.014 2.97 +.07 2.76 2.77 +.01

5 83.9 3.38 3.78 -.40 3.55 5.94 -.39 3.76 4.20 +.44 4.09 4.26 -.17.

EUTAW 3 86.5 .3.07 2.68 4.38 2.76 2.70 +.06 3.11 3.11 ..08 2.Q4 2.59 4.05
5 85.5 4.34 3.92 +.42 4.27 4.07 +.20 4.74 4.32 +.42 4.63 4.38 +.25p

FANNIE L ti,..RBOUR 3 79.7 2.16 2.24 +.08 2.31 2.25 +.06 2.64 2.69 -.05 2.56 2.52 +034
5 87.6 3.74 4.10 -.36 3.78 4.24 -.46 4.57 4.48 +.09 4.05 4.54 ..49

FORT.6,HIRTH1/1GTON 3 86..1 2.87 . '.65 +.22 2.72 '2.68 +.04 3.13 3.09 +.24 2.98 2.87 +.11
5 85 4.41 4.18 +.23 4.17 4.31 -.14 4.69 4.55 +.14 4.68 4.61 +.07

. +FRANKF6M0 3 91.7 3.41 3.01 +.10 3.04 3.05 -.01 3.65 3.43 +.22 3.30 3.18 +.12
5 101.3 5.64 5.28 4.36 5.62 5.34 +.28 6.09 5.52 +.57 6.08 5.56 +.52

F D ROOSEVELT "3 82.8
80.8

2.43
3.94

2.44
3.51

-.01
+.43

2.54
3.73

2.46
3.6'9

+.08'
4.04

3.09
4.53

2.88
3.96

+.21
+.57

2.81
4.48

2.69 '
4.03

+.12
4.45

FRANKLIN SoillARE 3 87.4 3.05 2.73 +.35 2.67 2.76 -.09 3.49 3.17 +.32 3.07 2.94 +.13
5 82.9 3.84 3.70 +.14 4.03 3.86 .17 4.37 4.12 +.25 4.39 4.19. +.20

FUPLEY 3 97.6 3.28 3.39 -.11 3.36 3.44 -.08 3.78 3.80 -.02 3.55 3.50 +.05
5 .97.6 5.21 4.96 #.25 5.11 5.04 +.07 5.51' 5.24 +.27 5.39 5.28 +.11

AFURMAO L TEMPLETON 3 d3.6
87.9

2.28
3.75

2.49
4.13

-.21
-.35

2.47
4.12

2.51
4.26

-.04
-.14

2+46
4.29

2.93
4.50

-.47
-.21

2.49
4.21

2.73
4.56

-.24..
-.35

GARDEMVILLc
3
5

100.0
1U2.2

3.47
5.65

3.54
5.36

-.07
4.29

3.34
5.37

3.60
5.42 '

-.26 4.05
5.82

3.95
5.59

+.18
+.23

3.79
5.89

3.63
5.62

+.16
4.27

GARRETT ME1GHT5 3 "99.8
-,,99.8

3.32 3.53 -.21 3.55 3.s9 +.04 4.86 .3.44
.

+.12 3.55 3.62 -.07
. , 5' 5.53 5.15 +.38 5.49 5.22 +.27 5.118 5.40 +.4R 5.44 5.45 +.01''..

GENERAL WOLFE 3 68.9 2011 2.83 -.02 2.62 2.86 -.24 2.46 3.26 -.40 3.21 3.02 +.19
GE0RGL KELSON 5 80.0 3.49 3.45 +.04 3.21 3.62 -.41 3.81 3.90 +.01 4.12 3.97 +.15.

GEORGE STIILET 3 842 2:63 2.72 -.09 2.65 2.75 -.10 3.11 2.15
.

+.04 2.86 2.93 +.07
6 86.8 3.33 4.03 -.70 3.61 4.17 -.56 3016 4.42 -.56 4.15 4.48 -.33

t. SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS
OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (1.1,ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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A) t)

4 -528



(GEORGE WASHINGTON'- HOLABIRD)

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL -- COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE*

SCHO NAME
,

GRADE
ORGANI-
ZATION

(1)

TOTAL
SCHOOL
ENROLL.
MENT
(2)

PUPIL/
STAFF
RATIO
(3)

PERCENT
AVERAGE
DAILY

ATTEN-
DANCE
(4)

.

TOTAL 40.
AVERAGE YEARS
EXPERIENCE .

PERCENT
STAFF

MASTER'S
DEGREE

OR ABOVE
(9)

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

PERCENT
DISAD

VAN-
TAGED
(10)

MEDIAN
EDUCA...

TLON OF
MOTHER
(11)

MEDIAN,
FAMILY
INCOME
($)
(12)

TEACHER
(5)

ADMIN.
(6)

TEACHER
PA

ADMIN.
(a)

GEOkGE WASHINGTON PRE K"6 685 22.8
4

89.3 28.0 2.0 7.0 194 10.0 B6.4. 8
I A

F2

GILMOR K..6 745 25.7 89.2
11

27.0 2.0 15.6 27.9 20.7 49.7 8.9 5295.0

GLENMOUNT K-6 791 29.3 94.8 25.0 2.0 11.6 28.5 14.8 3.9 10.8 10854.0

GOVANS K=6 560 25.5 93.0 21.0 1.0 12.1 37.0 18.2 6.4 12.5 13201.0

\k.1;

GRACELAND PARK PRE K-6 732 23.6 08.9 29.0 2.0 8.3 29.3 22.6 40.5 8.9 7709.0
ODONNELL

GROVE PARK 724 26.3 94.8 ...26.5 1.0 11.6 25.0 25.5 6.9 12.1 10507.0

GUILFORD 826 27.5 91.9 28.0 2.0 8.0 27.7 16. 14.4 12.1 10012.0

GUILFORD AVENUE PRE K -6 501 17.6 91.3 26.5 2.0 11.3 26.9 24.6 41.7 10.3 6260.0

GWYNNS FALLS K-6 832 27.7 94.2 28.0 2.0 18.7 32.5 33.3 21.3 11.1 9195.0

' HAMILTON K-6 631 27.4 93.0 22.0 1.0 12.5 40.0 17.4 2.4 11.1 10916.0

HAMPDEN .K-6 853 25.1 89.4 32.0 2.0 11.5 19.0 20.6 A6.9 9.6 8881.0

HAMPSTEAD HILL

-.

K -6 _473 26.3 92.3 17.0 1.0 10.0 29.0 11.1 14.5 8412:0

HARLEM PARK K-6 833 26.9 90.6 29.0 2.0 10.8 23.5 25.8 47.6 8.8 5361.0

. .

HAZELWOOD K-6
,

769 24.8 95.2 29.0 2.0 9.5 21.9 12.9 4.5 10.9 11217.0

HIGHLANDTOWN 0215 K -6 575 22.1 92.8 25.0 1.0 8.6 29.5 7.7 8.6 8.5 9076.0

i,

HIGHLANDTOWN 0237 K -6 216 33.2 $9.6 6.5 0.0 8.7 0.0 15.4 9.4 8.5 8710.0

HILTON . K-6 969 28.5 95.2 32.0 2.0 13.0 31.5 17.6 14.4 12.0 10306.0

HOLABIRD K -6 573 24.9 92.0 22.,.. 1.0 11.1. 30.0 4.3 33.2 9.0 8637.0

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

r- cl
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(GEORGE WASHINGTON - HOLABIRD)

BALTIMORE CITY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

TABLE 4't RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY
CO4TROLLED*

SKILL AREAS .

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL
4

HILTON

soma .GRADEGRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE: MARY- ,DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE
LAND EmCE LAND ENCE

SAS GE NORM GE NORM GE

GEORGE wASHINGTONH 3 90.3 -2150 2.82 -.32 2.38 2.88 -.50 2.89
. 5 86.0 3.85 3.88 -.03 3.87 4.01 -.14 4.49

!,:* ,,,,, ,,e ...
,

61tMOR :- 3 83.4 2.04 2.45 -.41 2.32 2.47 -.15 2.56
, 5 85.7 3.39 3.85 -.46 3.78 4.01 -.23 4.11

GLLNmouNT

GOvANS

GRACELANU PARK
DDDNNELL

GROVE PARK

GUILFORD

0WyNNi FALLS

HAmILtoN

HAMPULm

HAmPS1FAD HILL

HARLE0 PARK

HAZELoin00

HIGHLANDTOWN 4215

HIGHLANDTOWN 4237

HOLABINU

-3 102.8 3.61 3.67 .14 3.89
5 103.4 5.78 5.33 05 5.62 5.42 .20 6.18

3 95.9 3.37 3.36 .01, 3.20 3.37 -.11, 3.75
, 5 95.7 4.79 5.01 -.22 4.77 5.04 -.27 5.13

3 91.4 2.96 2.92 .04 2.73 2.97 -.24 3.39
5 88.1 4.44 4.04 4,35 4.62 4.21 .4..41 5.06

3 95.6 3.45 3.30 .15 3.26 3.34 -.OE 3.43
5 82.8 4.52 4.04 +.48 4.55 4.10 .45 5.12

3 '83.0 2.69 2.59 .10 2.73 2.55 .18 3.34
5 85.2 4.76 4.22 .54 4.53 4.27 .26 4.43

ibUILFLRO AVENUL 3 94.3 3.67 3.13 .54 2.82 3.20 -.38 3.73
5 95,8 4.41 4.63 -.22 4.41 4.80 5.16

.5 89.4 3.18 2.90 .28 2.90 2.92 -.02 3.46

5 92.0 4.91 4.54 .37 4.92 4.64 .28 5.40

.3 96.5 3.49 ,3.32 .17 3,58 3.36 .22 4.11
5 101.7 5.18 5.24 -.06 5.33 5.32 .01 5.76

3 91.3 3.29 2.95 ..34 3.08 2.99 .09 3.70
5 99.1 4.83 4.90 -.57 5.11 5.02 .09 5.29

3 89.3 2.82 2.78 .04 3.06 2.82 .24 3.?4

5 102,5
4.55 5.03 -.48 4.94 5.15 -.21 N135

3 85.2 2.44 2.54 -.10 2.46 2.58 -.12 2.58,
5 85.4 3.50 3.82 -.32 3.97 3.98 -.01 4.63

3 97.0 3.55 3,34 .21 3.42 3.39 .03 4.06
5 104:0 5.27 5.39 -.12 5.39 5.47 -.08 '5.80

3 91,1 3.25 '2.90 .35 3.15 2.94 .21 3.98

5 92.9 4.51 . 4.44 .07 4.33 4.53 -.20 4.65

3 97.7 3.43 3.27 .16 2.73 3.35 u.62 3.50

5 100.7 4.93 4.93 .00 5.04 5.05. -.01 6.67

3 95,3 3.38 3.28 .10 3.51 3.32 .19 4.18

5' 97.6 5.17 5.00 .17 5.06 5.09 -,03 5.67

3 95.0 2.89 3.14 -:25 2.97 3.20 -.23 3.69

5 92.8 4.70 4.44 +.26 4.70 4.55 .15 5.55

3.75 .14 4.45.

'MARY-
LAND
NORM

.DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE,

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER-
ENCE

3.28 -.39 2.74 3.07 -.33
4.40 +.09 4.68 4.44 +.24

2.90 -.34 2.45 2.72 -.27
4.33 -.22 4.16 4.38 -.22

4.10 .35 4.11 3.76 .35
5.65 .73 6,02 5.68 .34

3.73 .02 3.53 3,44 '4..09

5.17 -.04 5.13 5.22' -.07

3.37 .02 3.05 4 3.14 -.09
4.56 +.50 5.12 4.60 +.52

3.70 .23 3.39 3.40 -.01
4.23 +.89 4.90 4.31 +.59 *

2.95 .39 2.73 2.77 -.04
4.40 +.03 4.52 4,47 +.05 .

3.58 .15 3.37 3.21 .06
5.02 .15 5.29 5.07 .22

o

3.31 .15 3.10 3.07 .03
4.83 .57 4.86 4.39 -.03

3.73 .38 3.73 3.45 .28
5.53 .23 5.45 5.57 -.09

3.38 .32 3.47 3.15 .32
5.32 -.03 5.39 5.35 .04

3.22 .02 3.17 3.03 4.14
5.56 -.21 5.18 5.57 -.39

3.00 -.12 2.87 2.81 .06
4.32 .31 4.33 4.37 -.04

3.75 4.31 3.77 3.47 .30
5.70 +.10 5.58 5.73 -.15

3,33 .65 3.39 3.13 .26
4.93 -.28 4.65 4.96 ' -.31

33 -.23 3.07 3,47 -.40

5.45 1.22 5.77 5.46 .31

3.68 .50 3.47 3.39 4.06

5.22 4.45 5.31 5.28 .03

3.56 .11 3.20 3.33 -.13
4.90 '+.15 5.08 4.94 .14

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 1*1
ACCOMPANYING *DIFFERENCE* SCORES.
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(GEORGE WASHINGTON - HOLABIRD)

BALTIMORE CITY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

4.

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, B
AREAS, WITH NONVEFBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*

.
VOCABULARY

SKILL AREAS'

REAOIN8 COMPREHENSION.

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE,

SAS GE

NARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER.. AVERAGE
DICE

GE

MARY."
LAND
NORM

GEORGE WASHINGTON 3 90.3 2.50 2.92 -.42 2.38 2.96- 5 86.0 3.85 3,96 .11 3.87 4.11

GILMOR 3 83.4 2.04 2.48 -.44 --2:32 2.505 85.7 3.39 3.94 ..55 , 3,78 4.08

i

GLENMOUNT 3 102.8 3.81 5.72' 4.09 349 3.795 103.4 5.76 5.46 .4.32 5. 2 5.51

GOVANS 3 95.9 3.37 3.28 4.09 3.11 3.335 95.7 4.79 4.80 .4.01 4." 77 4.69

'GRACELAND PARK 3 91.4 2.96 2.99 ' 2.73 3.03'ODONNELL 5 88.1 4.44 8.14 +.30 4.62 4.26

GROVE PARK 3 95.6 3.45 3.26 +.19 3,26 3.315 62.8 4.52 , 3.69 4.63 4.55 3.85

GUILFORD 3 83.0 4.69 2.45 4.24 2.73 2.475 65.2 4.76 3.69 ..62 4.53 4.04

GUILFORD AVENUt 3 94.3 3.67 3.18 4.49 2.82 3.225 95.8 4.41 4.81 -.40 4.41 4.90

4MYNN5 FALLS 3 69.4 '3.18 2.86 +.32 2.90 2.905 92.0 4.91 4.44 +.43 4.92 4.59

HAMILTON , 3 96.5 3.49 3.32 +.17 3.58 3.375 101.7 5.18 5.31 -.13 5.33 5.38 %

HAMPDEN 91.3 3.29 2.98 +.31' 3.08 3.02.5 99,1 4.83 5.09 -.26 5.11 5.17

HAMPSTFAD HILL 3 89.3 2.62 2.86 ..04 3.06 2.89S 102.5 4.55 5.38 -.63 4.94 5.44

HARLEM PARK 3 66:2 2.44 2.59 -.15 2.46 2.625 85.4 3.50 3.91 -.41 3.97 4.06

HAZEL*000 3 97.0 3.55 3.35 4.20 3.42 3.40 .5 104.0 5.27 5.51 -.24 5.39 5.56

HIGHLANDTOWN 0215 3 9111 3.25 2.97 +.26+. 3.15 3.01
5 92.9 4.51 4.56 -.05 4.33 4.67

HIGHLANDTOWN 025T 3 97.7 3.43 3.39 +.04 2.73 3.45
5 100.7 4.93 5.23 -.30 5.04 5.29

HILTON 3 95.3 3.30 3.24 +.14 3.51 3.295 97.6 5,17 4.96 +.21 5.06 5.04

HOLABIRO 3 95.0 2.89 3.22 ...33 2.97 3.275 92.8 4.70 4.55 +.15 4.7p 4.66

LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

. DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY.. DIFFER.. AVERAGE MARY. DIFFER."
ENCE LAND ENCE LAND ENCE

GE NORM 4E NORM

-.58
-.24

.16
-.30

4.10
.4.11

-.07
-.12

-.30
4.34

-.05
4.70 w

4.26
4.49

-.40
-.49

+.00 .

4.33

4.22
-.05,

+.06
-.06

+.17
:.50

-.16
-.09

+.02
"..17

4.14
-.34

-.72

-.25

4.22
4.02

4.04

2.89
4.49

2.56
4.11

8.45
6.38

3.35
9.36

2.92
4.34

4.12
5.68

.46
4.13

-.36
-.23

4.33
4.70 *

2.74
4.68

2.45
4.16

4.11
6.02

3.10
4.42

2.72
4.40

3.79
5.71

3.75 3.69 4.06 3.53 3.41
5.13 5.09 4.08 5.13 5.14

3.39 3.42 -.03 3.05 3.165.06 4.52 4.54 5.12 4.56

3.93 3.68 4.25 3.39 3.396.22 4.12 *1400 4.90 4.18

3.34 2.89 4.45 2.73 2.704.43 .4,30 +.13 4.52 4.36

1.73 3.60 4.13 3.37 3.32
5.16 5,10 4.06 5.29 5.13

3.46 3.29 +.17 3.10 3.05
5.40 4.81 +.59 4.66 4.87

4.11 1 3.73 4.36 3.73 3.445.76 5.55 4.21 5.46 5.59

3.70 3.41 4.29 3.47 3.165.29 5.35 -.06 5.59 5.39

3.24 3.28 -.04 3.17 3.05
5.35 5.61 -.26 5.18 5.65

2.86 3.03 ....15 2.67 2.824.63 4.31 4.32 4.33 4.38

4.06 3.76 4.30 '3.77 3.475.80 5.72 4.06 5.56 5.76

3.96.9 3.40 4.56 3.39 3.14
4.65 11.88 ."423 4.65 .4.93

5.50 3.81 -.31 3.07 3.51
6.67 5.47 +1.20 4. 5.77 5.51

4.16 3.66 4.52 3.47 3.375.67 5.24 4.43 5.31 5.28

3.69 3.64 .4.05 3.20 3.365.05 4.67 4.18 5.08 4.93

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 1' ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

5* 2 B

4 -532

+.26

.../.27

4...24

4.32
4.31

4.12
...01 '

4.54'

+.00
4.72

4.03
,16

+.05
+.14

4.05
...01

4.29
...11

4.31
4.00

4.12

4.05
-.05

+.30
-.16

4.25

-.26

-.44

4.26

4.10
+403

-.16
4.15



(HOWARD PARK -MADISON SOUARE)

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL--COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE*

.

.
SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

. PERCENT . PERCENT
PERCENT

.

MEDIAN
7

MEDIANTOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS STAFF
GRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY' TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S OISAD.. EDUCA'. FAMILY

SCHOOL NAME

ORGANI...
ZATION:

(1)

ENROLL...,

RENT
(2) ,

STAFF
RATIO
(3)

ATTEN-
DANCE
(4)

DEGREE
OR ABOVE

(9)

VAN-
TAGED
(10)

TIONOF
MOTHER
(11)

INCOME.
($)

(12)

TEACHER
,(5)

ADMIN.
: (6,)

TEACHER
(7)

ADMIN.
(8)

1

HOWARD PARK .1(6 875 28.k 94.4 29.0 2.0 10.4 30.5 12.9 7.9 12.1 10457.0

IRVINGTON K -6 527 25.1 94.1 20.0 1.0 10.4 30.0 25.6 1117 10.4 9061.0

JACKIE ROBINSON K-.5 348 24.9 92.3 13.0 1.0 14.3 34.0 28.6 38.5 9.4 6899.0

JAMES MCHENRY PRE K -6 548 22.8 90.2 23.0 1.0 10.9 31.0 29.2 42.1 1.1 5551.0

JAMES MONROE 768 23 r 3 19.0 31.0 2.0 10.9 29.9 15.1 34.5 8.5 6614.0

JAMES MOSHER K.-.6 760 29.2 94.9 24.0 2.0 13.0 30.7 15.4 16.5 040.9 8892.0. f

JOHN EAGER HOWARD K -6 1171 26.0 89.3 44.0 1.0 10.7 .15.0 '7.8 30.7 10.0 6396.0
0

JOHN H MURPHY K -6 252 18.0 92.7 13.0 1.0 12.2 24.0 28.6 47.6 1.9 5448.0

JOHN RUHRAH K-6 520 23.6 93.8 21.0 1:0 11'.2 22.0 13.6 9.7 8.7 9848.0

19 ....

JOHNSTON SQUARE K-6 1112 28.5 89.3 37.0 2.0 844 25.0 12.8 46.5 8.9 5267.0

J H LOCKERMAN PRE .K -6 509 25.5 93.2 19.0 4,1:0 8.1 30.0 10.0 42.4 8.6 5853.0

LAFAYETTE K-6 779 24.3 43.0 30.0 2.0 15.6 29.3 28.1 24.4 10.2 8270.0

LAKELAND K...6 880 25.9 94.6 32.0 2.0 6.6 25.7 14.7 7.8 10.0 9015.0

)

LEITH WALK PRE K -6 1242 31.8 95.9 38.0 1.0 . 10.0 17.0 1218 3.6 12.2 115313.0

i -

LEXINGTONTERRACE 1(..6 1023 24.3 88.6 39.0 3.0 13.3 23.2 16.7 54.6 8.6 3558.0

' LIBERTY K -6 1010 25.3 92.8 38.0 2.0 8.7 25.3 17.5 11.7 11.8 9965.0

LYNDHURST I K -6 1173 27.3 94.2 42.0 1.0 10.0 27.0 16.3 9.3 11.1 9539.0

MADISON SQUARE PRE K-6 725 25.0 92.2 28.0 1.0 10.3, 12,39 20.7 48.4 8.9 550.0

* SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION- OF TERMS.
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(HOWARD PARK - MADISON SQUARE)

o

4.TABLE ' RELATION -OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL*

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

BALTIMORE CITY CONTKOLLED*
SCHOOL SYSTEM

SKILL AREAS
-11.***10.641

.

VOCABULARY FiE4OIN8 COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

MARY+ DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY+ DIFFER+
'LAND ENCE LAND ENCE
NORM GE NORM

.5.4

SCHOOL NAME

f

HOWARD PAHA

IRVINGTON,

JACKIE ROBINSON

JAMES MCHENRY

GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE

SAS GE,

3 91.2 2:92
91.4 4111

91.8 2.99
90.6 4.44

3 83,9 '2.52
5 85.8 3.75

3 85.1 3;17
5 69.5 3.04

MARY -,
LAND .

NORM

3.05
4.61

3.01
4,40

2.p1
4.14

2.52
4.06

JAMES MONROE 3 83.7 2.25 2.46
5 151,4 3.24 5,59

JAMES MOSMO 3 92.0 2.65 3.04
5 95.7 4.94 4.76

JZ11144 EAGER HOMARO 3 82.4 2.62 ( 2.44
5 84.2 3.89 3.86

JOHN H MURPHY' 3 86.9 2.16 2.65
b 82.7 3+53 3.66

JOHN MUMMA 3 90.3 2.66 2.87
5 95.8 4.69 4.66

JOHNSTON SOUARL 3 91.2 3.59 2.89
5 8347 3.59 3.72:

J H LOCKERMAN 3 86..5 2.60 2.62
5 94.1 4.69 4.40

'LAFAYETTE 3 90.4 2.85 2.0
b 59.4 4.85 4.25

LAgELANO 3 95.7 3.19 3.22

LEITH WALK 3 99.7 5.6h: 3.55
5 104.0 5.7Pr 5.45

LEXINGTON TERRACE 3 418.0 2.95 .2.68
5 87.6 3.61 3.49

LIDERT 3 90.2 2.56 2.95
5, 91.5 4.34 4.58

LYNDHURST. 3 67.9 2.62 2.82
5 88,4' 4.57 4.31

MAUISON SOUARE 3 82,3 2.20 2.39
5 91.4 5.75 , 4.25 ,

DIFFER- AVERAGE
EhCE

iE

.03, 3.04
+650 4.44

MARY"
LAND
NORM

''3.07 (
4.68

DIFFER+AVERAGE
ENCE .

GE

+.03 3.51
-.211 4.43

+.02 2.87 3.05 -918 3.52
4,04 4.09 4.50 -.41 4.92

.01 2.655 2.52 +.13 2.61

..,351 4.11 4.27 +.16 4.24

, -

+.65 2.97 2.55 +.42 1.57
+1.02 3:45 4.22 +.77 3.97

-.21 2.51 2.47 +.04 2.86
.35 3.57 3.71 +.14 4.00

+.39 2,77 3.08 -.31 3.45
+.15 4.54 4.87 --.29 5.29

+.16 2.68 2.45 +.23 3.21
+.03 3.89 4.00 +.11 4.12

...49 2.46 2.59 +.23 2.83
+.13 3.68 3.81 -.13 5.19

+.21 2.82 2.89 +.07 3.43
+.03 4.95 4.75- +.20 .35

..70 2.86 2.96 -.10 5.49
-.13 3.94 3.87 +.07 4.59

-.02 2.58 2.65 -.07 3.25
+.29 4.95 4.56 .4'0,39 5.49

+.07 2.74 2:95 -.21 3.56
+.57 5.12 4.39 +.73 5.84

3.39 3.28 -.09 3.89

+.11 3.72 3.60 +512 4.25
+.2O 5.68 5.56 +.12 6.40

+.27 2.94 2.75 t9,19 3.54
-.28 301 4.09 -.25 4.51

+.42 2.56 '2.99 -.43 3.50
4.15 4.66 +.51 4.86

+.20 2.74 . 2.82 -.06 3.40
+.26 4.59 4.40 +.19 5.42

+.19 2.39 2.40 +.01 2.72
-.50 3.90 4.40 -.50 4.79

3.44
4.81

+007
+.02

3.24
4.93

3.16
4.87

+006
+.06

3'43 +,09 3:10 3.19 -.04
4.74 +.15 4.54 4.79 +.05

2.93 +.12 2.69, 2.76 +.01
4.58. +.34 4.32 4.63 -.01

2.97 +.50 3.11 2.80 +.31
-4.61 -.64 4.56 4.65 -.09

2.49 -.03 2.65 ' 2.74 +.06
4.09 -.09 4.19 4.14 +.05

.

3.46 +.01 3.03 3.20 -.17
5.07 +.22 5.06 5.12 +.06

2.86 +.35' 2.69 2.615 +.21
4.24 +.12 4.14 4.31 -.17

3.10 +.27 2.76 2.90 +.14
6.13 +.34 3.96 '4.19 +.23

3.29 +.14 3.22 3.10 +.12
5.14 +.21 5%57 5.16 +441

3.36 +.13 3.05 3.11 -.06
4.20 +.39 4.41 4.24 +,16

c

'3.07 +.16 2.65 2.87 +.02,
4.92 +.57 4.69' 1 4.95 -.26

3.34 +.22 3.09 3.11 -.02
4.64 +1.20 5.51 4.70 +.fil

' 3.65 +.24 3.20 3.38 0.18

3.95 +.30 3.42 3.62 +.20
5.69 +.61 6.07 5.73 +.34

3.16 +.45 '3.04 .2.93 +.11
4.42

,

4.09 4.27 4.47 -.20

3.37 -.07 2.89 3.12 +.23
4.81 +.05 4.57 4.87 -.30

3.22 +.18 3.15 , 3.00 +.15
4.60 +.62 5.10 4.66 +.44

2.83 -.11 2.63 2.66 -.03
4.72 +.07 4.38 4.77 o+.39

SEE CHAPTER 4. SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OP ASTERISK (51
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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BALTIMORE CITY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

. ,44 f;r0

(HOWARD PARK- - MADISON SQUAREr

TABLE .5, RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS', WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*

SKILL AREAS
,.,

i V0481)1.887 - READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE

SAS GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER.. AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

HOARU PARK 3 91.2 2.92 2.98 -.06 3.04 3.02 4.02 3.51
5 91.4. 4.11 4.43 -.32 4.44 4.54 -.10 4.83

.1

IRVINGTON 3 91.8 2.99 3.02 -.03 2.117 3.06 -.19 3.52
5 90.6 4.44 ° 4.36 .08 4.09 4.48 4.42

JACKIE ROU1NSON, 3 83.9 2.52 2.51 .01 2.65 2.53 t +.12 2.81
5, 66.6 3.75 4.20 ..45 4.11 4.33 -.22 4.24

JAMES RCHENRY 3 1554: 3.17 2.594 .58 2.97 2.61 .36 3.57
5 89.5

.
3.04' 4.26 -1.22 4.39 -.94 3.97

JAMES MONROE 3 83.7 2125 2.50 ...25 2.51 2.52 -.01 2.6
5 81.4 3.24 3.57 -.33 3.57. 3.74 -.47 4.00 '

JAMES HOSHLR 3 42.0 2.65 3.53 -.38 2.77 3.07 -.30 3.45
5 95.7 4.94 4.00 .14 4.58 4.09 -.31 5.29

JOHN LAGER NOVAU0 3 82.4 2.62 2.41, .21 2.60 2.43 4.25 3.21
5 84.2 3.89 3.81 .08 3.89 3.96 -.07 4.12

JOHN H MURPHY 3 86.9 2.16 , 2.70 ..54 2.46 2.73 -.27 2.83
5 82.7 3.53 3.66 -.15 3.60 3.64 -.16 3.79

JOHN HURRAH. 3 90.3 2.66 2.92 -.26 2.82 2.96 +.14 3.43
5 95.8 4.69 4.81 4.95 4.90 4.05 5.35

JOHNSTAN SuUARL 3 91.2 . 3.59 2.96 .61 2.86 3.02 -.16 3.49
5 53.7 3.59 3.76 -.17 3.94 3.92 4.02 4.59

ZJ H LOCKERMAN 3 86.5 2.60 2.68 +.08 2.58 2.70 -.12 3.25.
5 94.1 4.69 4.66 .03 4.95 4.76 .19 5,49

LAFAYETTE 3 40.4 2.85 2.93 -.08 2.74 2.96 -.22 3.56
5 59.4 4.85 4.25 .60 '5.12 4.38 4.74 5.44

LAKELAND 3 45.7 3.19 3.27 -.08 3.19 3.31 -.12 3.89

LEITH VALK 3 99.7 3.66 3.52 .14 3.72 3.58 4.14 -4425
5 104.0 5.77 5.51 ,26 5.68 5.56 .12 6.19

LEXINGTON TERRACE 3 88,0 2.95 2.77 .I8 2.94 2.80 .14 .3.64
5 87.6 3.61 4.10 ...49 3.61 4.24 -.43 4481 '

.,

LIVERTY 3 90.2 2.56 2.91 -.35 2.56 2.95 -.39 3.30
5 91.5 4.34 4.44 -.10 4.15 4.55 -.40 4.86

LYNDHURST 3 87.9 2.62 2.77 ...15 2.74 2.80 -.06 3.405 86.4 4.57 4.17 .40 ROO 4.30 .29 5.42

MADISON SQUARE 3 62.3 2.20 2.41 -.21 2.39 2.42 -.03 2.72
5 91.4 3.73 4.43 -.70 3.90 4.54 ...64 4.79

.

SEE CHAPTER 40 SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS tiF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
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MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

. 8E

MARY-
LAND
NORM

DIFFER+
ENCE

3.40 4.11 3.24 3.15 .09
4.77 .06 4.93 4.82 4.11

3.44
4.71

.08
4,21

3.10
4.84 4.76

+.08
+.08

2.95 +.14 2.69 2.75 -.06
4.57 +.13 4.32 4.63 -.31

3.02 .55 3.11 2.82 4.29
4.62 -.65 4.56 4.68 P.12

fa .

2.94 -.08 2.68 2.74 -.06
4.01 -.01 4.19 4.08 4.11

3.45 .00 3.03 3.19 -.16
5.09 .20 5.06 5.14 -.08

2.86 .35 2.89 2.67 4.22
4.22 -.10 4.14 4.29 -.15

3.14 -.31 2.76 2.92 -.16
4.11 -.32 3.46 4.17 -.21

3.35 .08 3.22 3.10 .12
5.10 .25 5.57 5.15 .42

3.40 .04 3.45, 3.15 +.10
4.18 .41 4.41 4025 PM

3.11 4.14 ' 2.85 2'.84 *.tv6
4.97 ..52 4.60 5.02 r.33

3.35 .21 3.09 3.11
.C.67

-.02
4.62 1.22 5.51 +44 4.%

3.60 4.21 3.20 3.40 -.20

. .

3.93 4.32 3.82 3.62 20
5.72 4.58 6.07 5.76 ' 631

3.20 4.44 3.08 2.98 .06'
4.48 403 41.27 4.54 -.27

3.34 +.04 2.89 3.10 -.21
4.78 .08 4.57 4.83 -.26

3.20 4.20 3.15 2'.97 4.18
4.54 .55 5.10 . 4.60 4.50

2.85 -.13 2.63 2.68 -.93
4.77 ..02 4.38 4.82 .4.44

tot



(MALCOLM X - RAGNEL HEIr7ATS)

TABLE 3., SCHOOL LEVEL--CONNUNfTY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE*

SCHOOL NAME

GRADE
ORGAN)...
ZATION

(1)

TOTAL
SCHOOL
ENR01.1.
MENT
(2)

PUPIL/
STAFF
RATIO
(3)

PERCEPT.
AVERAGE
DAILY

ATTEN
DANCE
(4)

.

TOTAL NO.
AVERAGE YEARS
EXPERIENCE

PERCENT
STAFF

MASTER'S,
DEGREE
OR AIOVE

(9)

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

PERCENT
Dr SAD-
VAN-

TAGED
(10)

MEDIAN
...EDUCA-

TION OF
MOTHER
(11)

MEDIAN
FAMILY
MORE
(4)
112) °

TEACHER
(5)

ADMIN.
(61

TEACHER
(7)

ADMIN.
(8)

4

MALCOLM X ELEM PRE K -6 649 29.5 91.2 21.0 1.0 11.2 28.0 13.6 20.9 10.5
0

MARGARET (RENT K -6 784 24.9 88.1 29.5 2.0 11.1 28.5 28.6 29.3

MARY E RODMAN K -6 1094 26.7 94.2 39.0 2.0 11.3 24.5 26.8 166 10.6

MATTHEW A HENSON
.

901
-

27.5 93.2 31.0 2.0 14.1 29.0 24.2 35.7 9.7

MEDFIELDIHEIGHTS K -6 475 26.4 94.9 17.0 1.0 10.0 36.0 27.8 8.5 11.7
V

MaUTEIELLO PRE K -6 1062 27.9 92.7 36.0 2.0 6.5 23.3 15.8 14.6 .10.8

MORDtCAI GIS1 K -6 611 21.5 92.2 29.5 1.0 40'10.1 22.0 13.1 11.7 011.1

MORRELL 525 23.5 92.2 21.3 1.0. 7.3 27.0 12.5 11.3 9.1

MT ROYAL PRE K -6 560 18.7 93.5 28.0 2.0 10.8 24.1 20.0 26.6 11.9

__---- 0

MT wAsHilarm- K..5 428 23.8 94.3 17.0 1.0 15.8 26.0 2.7.8 g.1 12.7
,-------

S ,t, `,..
:

4

MT iINANS K-06 ..329 28.6 89.1 10.5 1.0 . 10.4 27.0 13.0 59.8 9.4

^ 4, P
NORTHWOOD

...
K-6 .: 1231.

.
30.8, 4144 ;8.0', 2.0 7.9 23.0 15.0 5.4 12.2.:

...

OLIVER CROMWELL PRE K14 -.-796. 24.1 '41.0 31.0 2.0 '9.2 24.0 18.2
4

33.1 9.3

OLIVER H PERRY' K-6 427 21.3 88.2 19.0 1.0 9.4 23.5 15.0 23.7 6.4
I

PATAPSCO K -6 '715 25.5 41.6 26.0. 11.6 14.5 25o0 47.9 9.4

..PATRICK HENRY K-& 297, 24.7 91.4 11.0 1.0 11.8 A9.0 8.3 30.1 9.4

1.

PIMLICO K-6 1845 29.4 89.0 59.8 3.0 9.1 28.3 22.8 17.3 10.6

RAGNEL HEIGHTS 766 24.7 93.7 29.0 6.5 35.9 12.9 6.4 11.2

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

4-538

8605.0,

7435.0

9329.0

7220.0

11017.0

10062.0

9726.0

8079.0

16613.0

3894.0

11974.0

6792.0

7754.0

4350.0

7844.0'

10140.0



MALCOLA X RAGNEL HEIGHTS)

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

ARgASt WITH NONVERBAL' ABILITY. STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLED*
BALTIMORE CITY +
SCHOOL SYSTEM

- 4

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

SCHdOL NAME 6RADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY-, DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY-, DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER-
LAW ENC4 LAND ENCE LAND ENCE LAND ENCE

SAS GE NORM GE. NORM GE' NORM OE NORM

MALCOLM X LLEM 3 86.1 2.59 2.69 -.10 2.67 2.69 -.02 3.0 3.10 .u.03. 2.62 2.89 -.07

4

MAHGARTT dRENT 3 90.4 2.40 2.90 -.50- 2473 2.94 .21 3.99 3.34 .1.25 2.93 3.10 -.17

5 86.7 4.40 4.06 +.34 4.25 4.18 +.07 - 4.56 4.44,, +.12 4.72, 4.50 +.22

,
.

MARY L ROu IAN 3 88,8 2.38 2.86 -.48 2.63 2.87 -.24 3.2'.1 .3.26 -.01 2.84 3,04 -.20

b 90.7=5 4.26 4.44 -.18 4.27 4.53 -.26 4.84 4.75 4.09 4.62 4.80 -.18

°
MATTHLw A SIENSON 3 66.6 2.62 2.79 -.17 2.82 2.82 +.00 3,17 3.22 -.05 491 3.00 -.09

586.8 4.14 4.04 +.10 4.22 4.16 +.06 4.48 4.45 +.03 4.32 4.5b -.18

mLoFILLO Mr-TORTS 3 98.5 3.40 3.4r -.05 3.53 3.51 . 4.02 4.05 3.86 +.19 3.74 3.55 +,19

5 102.2 54.220 5.3 .09 5.18 5.39 -.21 5.66 5.56 +.10 5.58 / 5.60 -.02

mONTUFLLO 3 05.7 2.43 2.69 -.26 2.40 2.68 -.28 3.18,- 3.07 +.09 _ 2.76 2.89 -.13
86.1 3.90 4.16 -.26 3.98 4.23 -.25 4.64 4.46 +.18 . 4.32 4,52 +.00 '

.,

MOROLCA1 oIST 3. d5,5 2.50 2.71 -.21 2.513 2.70 -.12 2.98 3.10 -.12 2.87
5 91.5 41h 4.33 4.57 -.24 4.44 4.66 -.22 4.76 4.80 -.04 4.76

2.88
::'N

mORRLLL 3 98.4 3.15 - 3.34 -.19 3.11 3.42 -.31 3.92 3.79 +.13 3.36 3.51 - -.15
5 96.1 4.65 4.70 -.05 4,58 4.79 -.21 4:96 5.15 -.17 5.13 5.17 -.04

MT ROYAL 3 98.9 3.48 3.46 4.02 , -3.62 3.54 +.08 4.151 3.90 .25 3.60 3.55 4.05

5 .96.8 4.83 4.56 -.03 4.86 4.99 -.13 5.72 5.11 +.61 5.17 5.17 4.00

.
.

,

MT WASHINGTON 3 111.9 4.59 4.30 +.29 4.87 4.38 +.49 5.16 4.68 +.48 4.73 ,4.29 4.44

. 5 111.2 6.07 6.17 -.10 5.99 6.16 -.17 6.32 6.30 +.02 6.20 6.33 -.13

MT KINANS

NO07445000.

3 90.1 2.59 2.83 -.24 2.62 2.91 -.29 2,85 3.31 -.46 2.75 3.05 ' -.30

5 77.9 3.40 3.31 +.09 3.55 3.49 +.06 3.61 3.16 -.15 3.86 3.83 .03

3 93,3 3.15 3.19 ...04 3.13 3.20 -.07 3.54 3.57 4.27 3.55 3.30 +.,25

5 15.5 4.37 4.94 -.57 4.60 4.99 -.39 4.88 5.13 -.25 4.99 5.18 -.19

OLIVER cROAKELL 3 87.0 2.56 2.65 -.10 2.69 2.71 -.02 t.I3 3.12 +.01 2.98 2.91 .07
5 85,3 3.69 3,90 -.21 3.91 4.03 -.12 4.20 4.34 -.14 4.13 4.39 -.26

OLIVER H PUNY 3 87.5 2.85 2.68 +.17 2.50 2.71 -.21 '3.88 3,12" -.04 2.96 2.94 .02
5 93.6 4.34 4.43 -.09 4.60 4.55 +.05 4.83 4.94 -.11 5.02 4.97 .4.05

PATAPSCO 3 83.5 2.24 2.46 -.22 2.57 2.49 +.08 2.98 2.92 +.06 2.83 2.72 4.11

5 87.5 3.52 3.97 -.45 3.83 4.15 -.32 4.20 4.42 -.22. 4.25 4.48 -.23

PATRICK HL,,,RY 3 91.1 2.44 2.92 -.48 2.51 2.97 46 2.90 3.36 -.46 2.79 3.13 ...34

PIMLICO

RAoNLL HENHTS

3 84.4 2.55 2.59 -.04 2.75 2.59 4.16 3.29 2.99 4.30 3.02 2.81 4.21

5 86.5 3.88 4.12 -.24 4.22 -..17 4.40 4.44 -.04 4.50 4.51 -.01

....

3 91.3 3.02 3.02 +.00 2;86 3.04 . -.18 3.49 3.42 4.07 3.04 3.18 -.14

5 53.9 3.46 4.05 -.59 3.83 4.11 -.28 4.28 4.31 -.03 4.31 4.38 -.07

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1/.2 FOR DSPINITIONS OF TERMS USE) AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 141
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

r 0 ri
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(MALCOLM X - RAGNEL HEIGHTS )

UALTINoME ITY
SGHOOL SY TEN

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
STATISTICALLY CON,T.ROLtED*

9
. SKILL AREAS

S

VOCADULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL NONENATICALTOTAL

SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER... AVEPASE MARY- DIFFFR- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER-LAND Er CE LAND ENCE LAND ENCF LAND EmCEJAS 6E' NORM GE NORM V 4E NORM SE NORM

MALCOLM X ..LEN 3 85.1 2.59 2.55 -.06 2:67. 2.58 -.01 ?in', 3.09 -.02 2.82 2.87 -.05

MARGARET uRENT..,_ 3
5.

90.4
66.7

2.40
4. 4.40
IP

2.93
4.02

-.53
..3F.

2.73
4.25

2.96
4.15

-.23
+.09

3.09
4.54

3.35
4.41

-.26
.15

2.143
4.72

3.11
. 4.47

-.18
.25

,MANY L RouAN 3 80.8 2.38 2.82 -.44 . 2.63 7.86 -.23 3.25 3.25 4.00 2.44 3.02 -.18

t....

5 ,Ai0.7 4.28 4.37 -.11 4.27 4.49 -.22 4.44 4.71 .13 4.82 4.72 -.15

148TTNE1r kpENSDN 3 44.5 2.62 7.41 ..19 2.82 2.44 -.02 3.17 3.24 -.07 2.91 3.01 -.10
''a 86.8 4.14 4.03 .11 4.22 4.17 4.05 4.44 4.42 .05 4.32 4.48 -.16

..._

mEJF1LLD HEIGHTS 3 90.5 . 3.40 3.45 -.05 43.83 3.50 .03 4.45 3.86 .14 3.74 3.55 .195, 102.2 5.22 . 5.36 -.14 5.4 5.42 -.24 5.66 5.59 .07 5.48 . 5.62 -.OM
t

0404TE011.1.0 3 85.7 2.43 2.62 ...14 2.40 2.65 -.25 3.16 3.06 .10 2.75 2 8 45 -.0986.1 3.90 ir.,3.797 -.07 3.48 4.12 ...II 4.64 4.37 .27 4.52 4.43 ' .09

MORGEC41 61ST .1 05.5 2.50. 2.61 a.11 2.58 2.54 -.06 .2.48 3.05 -.07 g" 2.87 2.44 .035 91.5 4.33 4.44 -.11 4.44 4.55 4.11 4.76 4.78 -.02 4.76 4.83 -.07

^ MORRELL .1 98.4 3.15 3.44 -.24 3.11 3.44 -.38 3.02 3.85 .07 '3.36 3.54 ...IA5 96.1 4.65 ' 4.83 -.18 4.58 4.92 ...34 4.48 5.12 ...14 5.13 5.17 -.OM

MT ROYAL 3
5

94.9
. 96.8

3.48
4.83

3.47
4.49

.01
-.06

3.62
4.86

3.51
M.

4.09
-.12

4.15
5.'2

3.88
5.18

.27

..54
3.60
5.17

3.52
' 5.22

4,05
-.05

MT WAS$41N610N 3 111.9 4,56 4.31 4.28 4.87 4.34 .0.48 5.16 .47 4.\°3 4128 45 111.2( 6.07 6.13 -.06 5.99 6.14 -.15 6.12
,..61679

6.27 4.05 6.20 , 6.24

MT %IMAMS 3 90.1 2.59 2.91 -.32 2.62 2.94 -.32 2.55 3.33 ....MR 2,76 3.09 -,345 77.9 3.40 3.27 #.11 3.55 3.45 .10 1.62 3.74 .13 3.86 3.82 .04
6'NORT114600 3 93.3 3.15 2.11 .04 3.13 3.16 -.03 1.44 3.53 &..31 3.55 1.27 4.285 95.5 4.37 9.78 -.41 4.60 4.87 -.27 4.48 5.08 -.20 4.99 5.13 -.14

1,
OLlyER CRUIIILLI. 1 67,0 2.58 2.71 -.15 7.69 2.74 -.05 3.13

,,,,,

3.14 -.01 2.98 2.92 .065 85.3 3.69 3.90 -A21 3.91 ' 4.05 ...14 400 4.304 7.10 4.13 4.32 -.24
.

411 v
OLIVER H moIlly , 3 87.5 2.85 2.74 ..11 2.50 2.77 ...27 3.44 3.17 -.04 2.46 2.45 .015 93.6 4.34 4.62 -.28 4.60 4.72 -.12 4.43 4.93 -.10 5.02 4.98 04
PATAPSCO 3 83.5 2.24 2.48 "24, 2.57 2.50 02 2.98 2.92 .05 2.035 87.5 3.5a 4.09 -.57 3.83 4.23 -.40 4.20 4.47 -.27 4.25 411;

PATRICK Ift-at 3 91.1 2.44 2.97 -.55 2.51 3.01 -.50 2.00 3.40. -.50 2.79 3.14 -.35

PIMLICO 3 84.4 2.55 2.54 4.01 2.75 2.56 .19 3.29 2.91 3.02 2.74 .245 86.5 3.88 4.01 -.13 4.05 4.15 -.10 4.40 4.40 .00 4.50 4.46 .04
a

RAGNEL Mt1vMT5 3 91.3 3.02 2.98 .04 2.86 3.02 -.16 3.49 3.41 .04 3.04 3.16 -.125 83.9 3.48 504 -.32 5.83 3.94 -.11 4.28 4.20 .08 4.31 4.26 4.05

ACCOMPANYING RDIFFERENCE" SCORES.
SEE CHAPTER 5, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 011
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(ROBERT FULTON V bt_ETVILLE)

C.)

TAB 3.. 'SCHOOL LEVEL-- COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE* A

,

'...P

7

SCHOOL AME .

t

n

a

' GRADE
ORGANI-.
ZATION

(1)

.

TOTAL
SCHOOL
ENROLL-
MENT
UP,

PUPIL/
STAFF
RATIO
(3)

PERCENT
AVERAGE.,
DAILY'
ATVEN
DANCE
(4)-

TOTAL NO.
AVERAGE YEARS
EXPERIENCE_ .-.

.

PERCENT
STAFF

MASTER'S
DEGREE
OR ABOVE

(9) '

.

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

PERCENT
DISAD-
VAN-
TAGED
(10)

MEDIAN .
.

EDUCA-.
TION OF
MOTHER
(11)

MEDIAN.
.

FAMILY.
INCOME
(A)
(12)

TEACHER
(5)

ADMIN.
(6)

TEACHER

0
(7)

ADMIN.
(8)

a

ROBERT FULTON K 501 27.8 89.6 17.0 1.0 12.5 25.0 .11.1 33.5 9.1

ROBERT W COLEMAN 522 21e .92.0 23.0 1.0 14.4 33.0 16.7 33.6 9.6

1,ROSEMONT PRE K-6 716 26.6 92.3 , .26.9 1.0 9.5' 27.0 111.1 a22.0 '9.8

...

kUTLAND K-.0 642 22.1 91.9 36.0 2.0 10.1 24.0 15.15 36.0 9.4

S COLERIDGE TAYLOR PRE K76 751 21.1 91.7 33.5 2.0 13.9 27.5 11.3 56.3 6.5

SAMUEL F i MORSE K^6 772 24.9 669 29.0 2.0 9.7 27.0 12.9 26.0 ' 8.2
4

SARA M ROACH K-.6 552 26.'3 94.0 20.0 1.0 13.9 38.e 9.5 13.4 10.3

" SINCLAIR LANE K-.6 612 ' 25.4 92.6 30.0 2.0 12.2 26.3 9.4 16,6 . i0.1,

SIR ROBERT EDEN PRE K-6 512 23.3 91.0 21.0 1.0 9.6 36.0 31.6 4f1 6.9

SPROIGHILI! PRE K75 600 i.seb 92.2 30.0 2.0 c' 8.0' 29.0 15.6 25.1 10.2

STAELENA' .K-6 70 23.3 94.6 3.0 0.0 9.9 0.0 0.0 46.0 8.9

STEUART HILL PRE, K-6 .634 k26.9 66.3 29.,0 /.0 6.5 25.5 22.6 34.3 6.3

. .

TENCH TILGHMAN K-6 798 26.6 90.8 28.0 2.0 5.8 11.5 20.0 ' 25.9 1 8.4

a

THOMAS G HAYES K-6 709 19.7 92.6 33.0 3.0 12.6 32.8 22.2 4 51.9 q 8.8

THOMAS JEFf K-6, 505 11.7 96.5 14.0 1.0 12.7' 25.0 26.7 4.1 12.1

THOMASJOHNSON 929 24.8 92.0 1 35.5 200 6.4 28.5 18.7 '14.9 8.6

: VICTORY PRE K-6 567 16.3 41.4 21.5 1.0 5.1 .23.0 11.1' 48.6 9.8

. E
0 ,

VIOLETVILLE K-6 493 :32.9 f93.4 ' 14.0 1.0 10.5 14.6 13.3 9.5
f

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

err-
c) ()

6456.0

(937.0

6399.0 '

6604.0

. ".

4170.0

k7170.0

1 9363%0
.

9752.0

6696.0

8054.0

6352.0

6202.0

6942.0

3932.0.

11664.0

8598.0

.2703.0

1'-

10193.0

p
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RT FULTON

ft

OALTIMORE CITY
,SCHOOL STSTEM

VIOLETVILLE)

TABLE 4. RELATION.'OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL.

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL.ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLED*
o.

SCHOOL NAME GRADE

,

ROOERT FULTON

Rubtlir v. COLEMAN

ROSEMONT

RUILANn

S COLERIDGE TAYLOR

SAMUEL F b MORSE

SAO 1,1 1104tH

SINCLAIR LANE

SIR ROBERT EDEN

SPRINGHILL

ST HELFNA

STCUARTaMILL

TILGOMAN

THOMAS 6 HAYES

-",

THOMAS JEFFERSON

THOMAS. OOH.,ISON

14CTORY

VIOLEIVILLL

+

VOCABULARY

AVERAGE AVERAGE 'MARY*
LAND

SAS. GE NORM

,.

3
5

66.3
86.9

2.47
2.81

.

.2.74
5.98

3 66.1 2.46 2.76°
5- 67.6 3.66 4.09

3 67.7 2.67 2.75.
5 67.4 4.07 4.13

3 66.0 2.24 2.62
5 65.1 3.60' 3.69

3 91.6 2.74 2.69
5 86.1 5.10 3.61

3 92.7 2.66. 2.97
5 93.5 4,27 4.39

3 91.0 2.43 2.97
5 85,6 4.50 4.08

3 .95.9 3.10 '3.24
,,5 97.2 5.07 4.84

76.7 4 1.79 2.07
80.4 3.61 3.53

3 650 2.34 2.63

3 .85.6 3.04 2.58
5 , 96.3 5.23 4.58

-? 64.7 2.66. 2.51
5 61.6 4.06 3.59

3 83.2 2.27 2.43
5 86.5 '3.57 3.93

3 86.7 1.90 2.62
5 85.7 4,20 3.80

3 98,4 3.52 3.47
5 96,7 5.05 5.00

92.2 2.94 2.96
94.0 4.75 4.49

- 3 82.8 .2.53 ''2,42
5 65.5 I 3.97 3.60

3 97.3 3.21 3.30
5 99.3 5.61 405

t.

SKILL AREAS

READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY.. DIFFER.. AVERAGE MARV- . DIPPER.. AVERAGE MARY.. .-DIFFER

ENCE LANO ENCE LAND ENCE LAND ,.-!ENCE

GE NORM GE NORM GE NORM

.

-.27 2 40 2.78 -.38 3.03 3.19 -.16 2.92 2.98 -.06

..1.17 * 3 51 4.12 -.61 * 3.95 4.44 -.49 4.16 4.49 ...33

+116 2 46 2.79 -.33 2.76 . 3.20 +.42 2.76 2.96 -.22

+.43 .73 4.22 '.49 4.27 4.49 -.22 4.35 4.55 +.20

+.06 2.53 2.77 +.24 3.40 3.17 +.23 2,71 2.97 +.16

-.06 4.26 ° 4.23 +.05 4.56 4.52 +.06 4.61 4.57 +.04

+.36 2.44 2.65 -.21. 2.92 3.06 +.14 2.73 2.86 -.13

-.29 3.61 4.02 -.21 3.96 4.32 +.36 4.36 4.36 -.02

-.15 3.21 2.97 +.24 3.36 3.37 -.01 2.98 '3.12 -.14

+1.29 405 3.99 +.16 5.45 4.33 +1.12 * 4,65 . 4.39 +.46

-.31 2.66 3.03 -.17 3.41 .3.42 -.01 3.86 3.20 +.19
-.12 4.17 4.52 -.35 4.56 4.92. -.36 4.90 4.95 -.55

-.54 2.66 2.99 -.33 3.01 3:38 -.37 2.72, '3.15 -..43

+.42 4.47 4.16 +.31 4.6' 4.41 +.45 4.71 4.47 +.24

.
..,.

.

+.14 3.29 349 +.00 3.56 3.66 +.06 3.57 .1,40 +.17

+.23 5.09 4.93 +.16 5.46 5.21 +.27. 5.45. 5.25 +.20

o

-.28 1.62 2.05 -O3 2.1'9 2.49 z -.30 2,33 2.36' +.05

+.28 3.92 3.66 4.26 4.41 3.99 +.42 4+40 4.05 +.35

-.29, 2.40 2.63 +.23- 2.90 3.09 -.14 2.71 2.85 .7.14

+.46 2.93 2.61 +.32 4.24 3.02 +1.22 * 3.55 2.64 +.1
+.65 5.16 4.74 +.42 6.45 5.06 +1.37 6.46 5.11 +1.37

+.35 2.49 2.53 +.04 2.91 2.95 +.04 3.05 2.76 +.27,

+.47 3.65 3.72 +.13 4.21 4.10 +.11 4.59 4+15 +.44

-.16 2.42 2.44 ',+.02 2.64 '2.66 -.22 2.65 2.71 +:.14

-.36, 3.67 4.06 -.19 4.07 4.44 -.37 4.27 4.46 -.21

-.72 2.16 2.67 +.49 2.27 3.09 +.62 2.42 2.67 +.45
+.40 3.61 3.46 -.17 4.46 4.29 +.19 4.42 4.35 .+.07

+.05 3,70 3.52 +.16 4.85' 3.57 4.15 3.60 3.56 +.04
+.05 5.00 5.06 +.06 .54 5.20 +.34 5.16 5.25 -.09

-.02 2.93 3.01 +.06 3.43 3.40 +.03 3.29 3.19 +.10
+.26- 4.77 4.60 +.17 5.31' 4.99 +.32 5.21 5.02 +.19

+.11 2.66 2.46 +.22 2.95 2.64 +.06 2.70 2.67 +.03

-.33 3.76 4.01 -.25 4.26 4.23 . +.03 4.41 .4.30 +.11

I.
...09 3.09 3.36 -.27 3.61 3.73 +.06 3.41 3.47 -.06

+.66 5.58 5.04 +.54 6.26 5.36 .+.66 * 5.76 5.40 +.38

SEE 'CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMSJISED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (4)
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

538
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(ROBERT FULTON - VIOLETYILLE,)'

"(ABLE 5.-114..ATION. OF ACKEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS,' WITR,NONVERBAL AB.LLIT' AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS

BALTIMORE' CITY STATISTICALLYCONTROLLED*SCHOOL SYSTEM

SCHOOL NAME

SKIM. AREAS

,VOCLTULARY

2 LdGRADE AVRAGe'AVERAGE

I gA5 GE

MARY -
LARD
NORM

READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL - MATHEMATICAL TOTAL,
%.

DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER-ENCE LAND ENCE LAND ENCE
. LAND ENCEGE NORM GE NORM GE NORM

ROHERT. FULTON

ROBERT COLEMAN 2.78 -.30 2.46 2.81 -.35 2.76 3.21 -.43 2.76 2.98 -.224.10 " .44 3.73 4.24 -.51 4.27 4.48 .211 "4.35 .4.54 -.19

ROSEMONT 3, 87.7. .6'7 , 2.75 +.48 2.54.
5' 87.4 .47

278 +25 3.40 3.19 4,21 2.79 T.96 -.17
..,., .

4.08 -.01 4.28 4.22 +.06 4.48 4.46 4.12 4.61 4.52 +.09

RUTLAND

S COLERIDGE TAYLOR'

SIR RUPERT EDEN

SPRINGNILL

ST HELENA

STEUART HILL

THOMAS JOthISON

VICTORY

VIOLETVILLL

. 811,13 " 2.47
86,9 21101

0.48
3.66

88.1.
87.6

86.0 2
. 85.1 3

2.79 -.32
4.04 , -1.23

2.40 2.82 -.42 3.03 ,3*22 -.19 2.92 2.99 -.073.51 4.18 -.67 3.95 4.43 4.16 4.49 -.33

24 2.64 -.40 2.44 2.67 -.23 P.92 3.08 -.16 2.73 2.87 -.1460 3.88 -.28 .3.81 4.04 -.23 3.96 4.29 -.33 4.36 4.35 +.01

3 41,6 2.14 3.00 -.26 3.21 3.04 +.17 3.36 3.43 +.07 . 2.48 3.17 . ,7.1986.1 5. 0 3.97 +.1,13 4:951 4.12 4,83 5..45 4.37 +1.08 4.85 4.43 4.42

SAMUE1. F H MORSE 3 92.7 0. 6 3.07' ...41 2.86 3;12 -.26 3.41 3.50 3.06 3.23 -.17"5 93,5 4. 7 4561 +.34 4.17 ; 4.71 -.54 4.56 .4.93 -.37 4.90 4.98 -.08

SARA M ROACH

SINCLAIR LANE

,/
3 91,0 2.43 2.96 -.53 2.66 3.00 ..+.34 3.01 3.39 +.34 2.72 3.14 -.425 85.6 4.5 3.93 +.57 4.47 4.08 4.39 4.46 4.33 4.53 4.71 4.39 +.32

3 95.9 -3.10 3.26' -.18 3.29 3.33 -.04 3.48 3.69 +.11 3.57 6.41 +.16'5 97.2 5.07 4,93 +.14 5.09 5.01 4.08 5.48 5.21 4.27 5.45 5.25 4.20

3 76.7 1.79 2.05 -.26 1.62 2.05 +.43 2.19 2.50 -.31 2.33 2.36 -.035 80.4 3.81 3.48 .33 3.92 3.66 4.26 4.41 3.93 +.44 4.40 4.00 4.40

3 85.3 2.34 2.60 -.26 2.40 2.62 -.22 2.00 3.04 -.14 2.71 2.83 -.124

3 85.6 3.04 2.62 +.42 2.93 2.64' +.29 4.24 3.05 +1.19 3.55 2.44 .4.715 96.3 5.23 4.85 +.38 5.16 4.94 +.22 6.45 5.14 +1.31 6.481 5.19 +1.29

3 84,7 2.86 P.56 ...30 2.49
81.8 4.06 3.60 , +.46 3.85

2.58 2.01 3.00 -.09 3.05 2.79 4.26
3.77 4.08 4.21 4.04 4.17 4.59 . 4.11 4.48

TE"TCH TIL61MAN 3 83.2 2.27 .2.46 -.19 '. "2.42 2.48 -.06 2.64 2.91 -.27 2.455 86.5 3.57 4.01 -.44 3.87 4.15 -.28 4.07 4.40 -.33 4.27 fi.741 1.19

THOMAS G HAYES 3 88.7' 1.90 2.69 -.79 2.18 2.72 +.54. 2.P7 3.12 -.85 2.4: 2 90' +.48.85.7 4.20 3.94 +.26 3.81 4.08 -.27 4.48 4.34 4.14 .4.42 4.40 4.02

THOMAS JEFFERSON 3 48,4 3.52 3.44 +.08 3.70 3.49 4.21 4.05 3.85 4.24 3.60 3.54 4.065 96.7 5.05 4.48 4.17 . 5.00 4.97 4.03 3.64 5.17 4.37 5.16 5.22 -.06

3.' 92,2 2.94 3.44 -.10 2.93 3.06 -.15 3.43 3.46 3.29 3.21 4.085 94,0 4.75 4.65 +.10 4 .'77 4.75 4.02 5.31 4.96 4.35 5.21 5.01 +.20,

3 82.8 2.53 2.44 +.09 2.68 2.46 4.22 P.45 /.68 .4.07 2.70 2.69 +.0L5 85.5 3.47 3.92 -.45 3.76 4.07 -.31, 4.26 4.32 -.06 4.41 4.38 4.03

3 97.3 3.21 3.37 -.16 3.09 3.42 -.33 3.41 3.78 4.03 3.41 3.48 ..;.075 99.3 5.81 5.11 +.70 5.58 6.10 4.40 6.26 5.37 +.89 5.78 5.41 4.37

:5

4.
SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FDR DEFINITIONS DF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION DF ASTERISK j/
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

3'
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(WAVERLY ROBERT PqnLE)

TABLE SCHOOL LEVEL -- COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
PROFILE*-

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN
PERCENT PERCENT

PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN
TOTAL AVERAGE ' . AVERAGE YEARS STAFFGRADE SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE MASTER'S DISAD-. EDUCA- FAMILYORGANI- ENROLL- STAFF MEN-. DEGREE VAN- TION OF INCOMETEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.ZATION RENT RATIO DANCE OR ABOVE TAGED MOTHER (A)SCHOOL NAME (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12)

WAVERLY K.q, 812 29.2 92.2 24.5 3.0 6.5 28.7 18.2 15.9 11.6 10154.0

WESTPORT PRE K -6 . 758 20.5 90.7 35.0 2.0 8.5 28.3 24.3 48.5 9.0 5934.0

WESTSIDE K..15 882 23.6 90.9 35.3 2.0 14.5 37.5 16.1 39.1 10.0 5863.0

WILLIAM FELL K -6 384 27.4 86.4 13.0 1.0 11.4 27.5 14.3 21.6 8.1 7369.0
.-.......

WM M ALEXANDER 436 19.8 91.4 21.0 1.0 14.5 32.0 22.1 49.1 8.8 5083.0

,...

WILLIAM PACA 1143 28.6 89.1 39.0 1.0 8.1 22.0 12.5 15.9 8.5 8713.0

WINDSOR HILLS K-6 540 23.5 92.7 22.4 1.0 L4.5 27.0 8.7 13.9 11.6 9921.0

WINSTON K-6 1208 28.4 93.4 39.5 3.0 10.4 23.6 21.2 13.4 12.1 10482.0

WM PINDERHUGHES 1
3

K-6 497 26.1 89.8 18.0 1.0 6.9 18.0 21.1 44.8 8.6 5284.0

"WOODHOME K-6 641 26.2 95.1 23.5 1.0 8.5 -22.0 28.6 2.2 11.0 11257.0.

YORKWOOD K-6 768 26.9 94.9 26.5 2.0 13.6 29.0 14.0 6.0 12.0 10888.0

CANTON ELEM C JR K-9 2073 25.4 84.6. 78.6 3.0 7.9 21.5 13.0 17.5 8.5. 8809.0

DIGGS-JOHNSON 1-9 484 20.2 79.2 21.0 3.0 14.2 25.3 25.0 44.3 8.5 5840.0

FALLSTAFF 6-7 489 18.1 93.5 26.0 1.0 10.3 32.0 29.6 10.5 12.1 . 12436.0

F S KEY COMBINED K -9 1826 23.3 77.5 76.5 2.0 7.6 20.7 15.9 21.5 8.5 7942.0

HOME AND HOSPITAL NO RESOURCE DATA AS OF 9/73 20.0 10.5 9012.0

ROBERT POOLE K-9' 1821 24.0 83.1 73.0 3.0 10.3 29.6 19.7 15.1 9.9 9061.0

SEE APPENDIX A FOR DEFINITION OF TERMS.

trj 3 8
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(WAVERLY ROBERT POOLE)

BALTIMORE CITY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

SCHOOL NAME

WAVERLY

WLSTPORT

WL5TSIOE

WILLIAM FELL

4

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY STATISTICALLY

CONTROLLED*,

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL. MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER.; AVERAGE MARY-

LAND EmCE LAND ENCE LAND

SAS GE NORM GE NORM GE NORM

3 94.9 3.10 3.24
5 94.5 4.45 4.77

3 90.6 2.75 2.86
5 83.4 3.93 3.73

3 85.2 2.60 2.60
5 85.6 3:99 , 3.93

3 79.0 3.03 2.19
5 85.8 4:33 3.88

WM M ALEXANDER 3 86.1 2.20 2.59
5 85-.5 4.28 3.82

WILLIAM PACA 3 84.9 2.45 2.55
5 900.- 4.34 4.28

.

WINDSOR HILLS 3 91.4 . 2.96 3.04
5 91.4 4.53 4.55

WINSTON

WM PINDERHUGHES

WOODHOmt

YuRKw000

CANTON ELEM I JR

DIGGS-JOHNSON

FALLSTAFF

F S KEY COMBINED

HOME AND HOSPITAL

RObERT POOLE

3 87.7 2.89 2.85
5 87.1 3.88 4.33

85.0 3.08 2.
5 83.6 4.40 3.69

3 99.3 3.93 3.48
5 102.7 5.61 5.31

3 100.3 3.96 3.57
5 106.0 5.48 5.58

3 91.2 2.61 291
5 95.0 4.91 4.57
7 94.8 6.21 . 6.34
9 95.6 7.95 7.75

3 100.3 4.93 3.40
5 76.2 3.20 3.22
7 81.6 4.57 4.88
9 82.8 6.21 6.38

7 104.0 7.93 7.25

a 94.4 3.01 3.08
5 94.0 4.70 4.47
7 94.6 5.79 6.30
9 97.8 7.31 7.91

3 92.4 3.04 3.05
5 88.9 5.06 4.29
7 89.7 5.69 5.73
9 93.5 8.04 7.62

3 89.8 2.98
5 91.6 4.87
7 94.8 6.35
9 92.8 7.88

2.88
4.43
6.29
7.54

-.14 2.99 3.28 -.29 3.70
-.32 . '4.47 4.86 -.39 5.03

-.11 2.83 2.92 -.09 3.09
+.20 3,91 3.07 +.04 4.47

+.00 2.48 2.62 -.14 2.79
+.06 4.13 4.08 .05 4.31

+.84 2.70 2.17 +.53 2.50
+.45 4.48 4.00 +.48 5.30

-.39 2.56 2.64 -.08 2.44
+.46 4.24 3.99 +.25 4.65

-.L0 2.67 2.55 +.12 2.88
+.06 4.43 4.38 4.05 . 4.70

-0,. 3.06 +.25 3.57
-03 4.51 4.64 -.13 4.49

+.04 2.87 2.85 +.02 3.50
-.45 4.12 4.39 -.27 4.68

+.55 2.87 2.56 +.31 3.04
+.71 4.07 3:85 +.22 4.66

+.45 3.76 3.54 +.22 4.36
+.30 5.61 5.39 +.22 6.02

+.34 4.01 3.63 +.38 4.49
+.40 5.79 5.67 +.12 6.37

-.30 2.74 2.94 -.20 3.28
+.34 4.60 4.67 -.07 5.04
-.13 6.33 6.44 -.11 6.55
+.20 8.12 7.81 +.31 A,07

..

.02 5'563.66
3.51
3.35

+2.05
+.31

4.62
3.58.31'53

-.31 4.73 5.09 -.36 5.20
-.17 6.24 6.25 -.01 6.42

+.6R 7.55 7.26 +.29 8.03

-.07 '2.73 3.14 -.41 3.23
+.23 4.43 4.59 ..:16 4.93
-.51 6.00 6.41 -.41 6.25
-.60 7.07 8.05 -.98 7.45

-.01 3.04 3.09 -.05 3.0e.

+.77 4.99 4.38 +.61 4.45
-.04 5.96 5.86 +.10 5.69
+.42 7.33 7.46 -.13 7.75

+.10 3.03 2.90 4.13 3.70
+.44 4.94 4.53 +.41 4.95
+.06 6.42 6.39 +.03 5.81
+.34 7.90 - 7.41 +.49 8.06

3.65
5.02

3.32
4.19

3.03
4.32

2.60
4.41

3.05
4.31

2.96
4.78

3.44
4.80

3.23
4.52

2.98
4.19

3.89
5.61

3.98
5.81

3.34
5.06
6.65
7.95

3.89
3.71
5.44
6.68

7.30

3.53
4.97
6.59
8.09

3.47
- 4.63

6.10
7.69

3.29
4.82
6.56
7.66

4. SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK (40
iFCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE', SCORES.
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539

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

MARY-
LAND
NORM

'DIFFER-
ENCE

+.05 3.34 3.36 -.02
+.01 4.95 5.07 -.12

-.23 3.09 3.09 +.00
+.28 4.15 4.25 -.10

-.24 2.75 2.82 -.07
-.01 4'.47 4.39 +.08

-.10 2.69 2.50 +.19
+.89 5.01 4.45 +.56

-

-.11 2.66 2.85 -.19,
+.34 4.59 4.37 +.22

-.OR 2.98 2.82 +.16
-.08 5.01 4.81 +.20

.

+.13 3.10 3.18 -.08
+.09 4.87 4.86 +.01

+.27 3.18 3.00 +.18
4.16 4.49 4.59

t
-.10

+06 2.87 2.79 +.08
+.47 4.34 4.25 Wr+.09

+.47 3.96 3.59 +.37
+.41 5.92 6.64 +.28

+.51 3.82 3.65 +.17
+.56 6.04 5.84 +.20

-.06 3.11 3.14 -.03
-.02 5.17 5.09 +08
...10 6.81 6.96 -.15
+.12 8.37 8.16 +.21

+.73.. 4.30 3.58 +.72
-.13 3.97 3.78 4.19
-.24 5.40 . 5.60 -.2Q
-.26 6.22 6.72 -.60

+.73 7.62 7.51 +.11

-.30 2.89 3.29 -.40
-.04 4.93 5.00 -.07
-.34 ' 6.44 6.91 -.47
-.64 7.97 8.38 -.39

-.42 3.59 3.22 +.37
+.32 4.61 4.68 -.0'
-.41 6.30 6.23 +.07
+.06 7.79 7.81 -.02

+.41 3.38 3.08 +.30
+.13 5.29 9.86 +.43
+.25 7.04 6.80 +.24
+.40 8.27 7.78 +.49



(WAVERLY - ROBERT POOLE)

TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS

BALTIMORE C4/Y
SCHOOL MI

STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*

SCHOOL NAME

WAVERLY

YESTPJRT

WESISI8L

WILLIAU FLLL

WM M ALEXANDER

WILLIAM PACA.

WIMDSOP HILLS

w1N5Turt

WM PINRERHOGHES

WOODHOE

YONKWUOD

CANTON ELEM A JR

01b65-406140N

FALLSTAFF

F S KEY COMBINED

HOME AND HJSPIIAL

RUHENi POOLE

3 94,9 3.10 3.22
94,5 4:45 4.69

3 90.6 2.75 2.94
5 83.4 3.93 5,74

VOCABULARY

GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY-
LAND

SAS GE NORM

3 85.2 2,60
85.6 304

2.59
3.93

3 790 3.03 2.19
85.8 4.33 3.94

.

3 r 66.1 2.20 2.65
5 65.5 4.26 3.92

3 84.9 2.45 2.575 90.8 4.34 4.37

3 91.4 2.96 2.99
5 91.4 4.53 4.43

3 87.7 2.89 2.75
5 87.1 3.85 4.06

3 64.0 , 3.06 2.54
5 83.6 4.40 3,76

5 99.3 3.93 3.50
102.7 5.61 5.40

3 100.3 3.96 3.56
5 106.0 5.98 5.68

3 91.2 2.61 2.44
5 95.0 4.91 4.74
7 94.4 6.21 6.24
9. 95.6 7.95 7.46

3 190.3 4,96 3,56
5 76.2 3.20 3.12
7 81.6 4,57 4.40
9 62.6 6.21 6.40

7 104.0 7.93 7,25

3 94.4 3.01 3.18
6 94.0 4.70 4.65
7 94.6 5.79 6.22
9 97.8 7.31 4.11

3 92.4 3.04 3.05
-5 84.9 5.06 4.21
7 89.7 5.69 5.68
9 93,5 8.04 7.62

.

5 59,A 2,98 2.89
5 41.6' 4.87 4.44
7 94,6 6.35 6.24
9 -92.6 7.44 7.54

SKILL AREAS
P r

. 0
READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL T0I4L

DIFFEp- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER* AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER*
EMCE LAND ENCe ENCE LAND ENCE

GE NORM GE -NORM GE NORM

Y

-.12 2.99 3.26 -.27 3.70
-.24 4.47 4.79 -.32 5.03

#

-.19 2.63 2.98 -.15 3.09
+.19 3.91 3.90 +.01 4.47

4.01 2.46 2.62 *.14 2.79
+.06 4.13 4.06 +.05 4.32

+.84 2.70 2.20 +150 2.50
+.39 4.46 4.09 +.39 5.30

-.45 2.56 2,66 -.12 2.44
+.36 4.24 4.07 +.17 4.65

-.12 2.67 2.60 +.07 2.96
-.03 4.43 4.50 -.07 4.70

-.03 3.03 +.24 3.57
4.10 4.51 4.54 -.03 4.49

4.14 2.67 2.78 +.04 3.50
-.18 4.12 4.20 *04 4.68 '

+.54 2.67 2.60 407 3.04
4.64 4.07 3.91 +.16 4.66

+.43 3.76 3.55 +.21 4.16
#.21 5.61 5.46 +.15 6.n2

4.40 4,01 3.62 +.39 4.49
4.30 5.74 5.72 +.07 6.37

-.57' 2.74 3.02 -.28 1.74
+.17 4.60 4.63 *03 5.04
-03 6.33 6.34 -.01 6.55
+04 4.12 7.64 +.44 4.07

+1.37 5.56 3.62 +1.94 4.62
#.04 3,66 3.32 +.34 A.58
*03 4.73 5.03 -.30 5.20
*.14 6.24 6.16 +.06 6.42

4:64 7.55 7.26 +.29 5.03

. .

-.17 2.73 3.23 -.50 1.23
.05 4,43 4.75 -.32 4.43
-,43 6.00 6.32 -.32 6.25
-.80 7.01 7.94 -.67 7.45

-.01 3.04 3.10 *.06 3.05
+.45 4.99 4.34 +.65 405
4.01 5.96 5.63 +.13 5.69
+.42 7,33 7.43.. *.10 7.75

.-

+.04 3.03 2.92 +,11
''+'.3115

+.43 4.94
.11 6.42 6.34 +.015
4.34 7.90 7.35 +.55

SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TEAMS USED AND EXPLANATION' ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.
4

4 4 % 41 4-548

3./0
4.95
6.81
5.06

ASTERISK

3.63 +.07 3.34 3.35 -.01
5.00 4.03 4.45 5.05 -.10

3.37 -.28 3.09 3.12 -.03
4.16 +.31 4.15 4.23 -.08

3.43 *.24 . 2.75 2.42 -.07
4.33 -.02 4.47 4.39 +.08

2.64 *.14 2.69 2.48 +.21
4.34 +.96 5.01 4.41 +.60

.

3.09 -.15 2.66 2.87 -.21
4.32 +.33 4.59 4.38 +.21

3.01 -.13 2.90 2.81 +.17
4.72 -.02 5.01 4.78 +.23

3.42 +.15 3.10 3.16 -.06
4.77 +.12 4.47 4.42 +.05

3.19 +.31 f 3.16 2.96 +.22
4.44 +.24 4.49 4..50 -.01

3.02 +.02 2.47 2.41 +.06
4.11 +.44 4.34 4.24 +.10

3.91 +.45 3.96 3.59 +.37
5.62 +.40 5.42 5.66 +.26

3.97 +.52 3.42 3.65 +$17
5.87 +.50 6.04 5.41 +.13

3.40 -.12 5.11 3.15 *04
5.04 +.04 5.17 5.04 +.08
6.49 +.06 6.41 6.67 +.14
7.66 +.10 6.37 4.02 +.35

6.47 +.69 * 4.34 3.65 +.65
3.61 -.03 3.97 5.69 +.25
5.33 -.13 . 5.40 5,44 *04
6.61 *.49 6.22 6.63 *.41

7.31 +.72. 7.62 7.52 +.10

3.60 -.37 2.89 3,53 *014
4.96 -.03 4.93 5.01 +.06
6.44 -.23 6.44 6.65 -.21
'8.09 *.64 7.97 6.26 -.29

3.48 -.43 3.59 3.22 +.37
4.58 +.37 4.61 4.64 -.03
6.04 -.35 6.50 6.19 +.11
7.67 +.04 7.79 7.79 +.00

3.32 +.38 3.38 3,07 +.31
4.78 +.17 5.29 4.64 +.45
6.49 +.32 7.04 6.67 +.37
7.60 4.46 5.27 7.71 +.56

(/



(ROLAND PARK HAMPSTEAD HILL?,

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL-- COMMUNITY AND
PUBLIC SCHOOLPROFILE* RESOURCES

SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

SCHOOL NAME

GRADE
ORGANI-
ZATION.

)

TOTAL
SCHOOL
ENROLL-
MENT
(2)416

PUPIL/
STAFF.
RATIO
(3)

PERCENT
AVERAGE
DAILY

ATTEN.
DANCE
(41

TOTAL NO.
AVERAGE YEARS
EXPERIENCE

PERCENT
STAFF
MASTER'S
DEGREE
OR ABOVE

(9)

PERCENT
DISAD-
VAN-

TAGED
(10)

MEDIAN
EDUCA-.
TION OF
MOTHER
('11)

MEDIAN
FAMILY
INCOME
(A),
(12)

TEACHER
(5)

ADMIN
(61

TEACHER
(71

ADMIN.
(8)

ROLAND PARK EL 1 JR K -9 1301 22.4 90.9 54.0 4.0 10.2 29.1 22.4 8.0 12:4 13204.0

WILLIAM S BAER NO RESOURCE DATA AS OF 9/73
23.0 9.9 8788.0

BALT CITY COLLEGE 9..12 1261 18.3 76.1 66.0 3.0 12.4 20.4 36.2 29.7 10.6 8143.0
---....."

BALT POLYTECH 9'12 2137 21.8 94.5 15.0 3.0 17.8 24.2 42.3 10.0 11.4 10663.0

BENJAMIN FRANKLIN 7.9 1313 20.6 13.2 64.0 3.0 9.6 26.7 17.9 21.4 9.5 8579.0

BOOKER T WASHINGTON 7 -9 1361 20.7 73.9 64.0 2.0 13.6 24.0 21.2 47.3 9.3 5 4.0

CALVERTON 7 -9 231 20.7 82.6. 110.0 2.0 10.0 21.7 25.0 24.2 10.1. 8052.0

'CHERRY HILL 7.11 1055 19.3 86.4 52.5 2.0 11.1 22.5 20.2 11.1 10.2 .682.0

CLIFTON PARK 7"11 1710 22.1 73.2 71.5 3.0 11.4 20:1 22.1 34.0 1.5 126.0

DUNBAR 9.'12 1496 11.0 71.4 79.1 3.0 S2.3 20. 21.1 41.2 9.2 5841.0

EASTERN 912 1175. 23.5 76.1 47.0 3.0 13.6 30.3 32.0 32.2 10.3 7133.0

EDGAR ALLAN POE 7-1.2 351 14.0 57.8 23.0 2.0 10.6 22.7 21.0 37.0 9.6 7027.0

FAIRMOUNT HILL 7-12 1.090 16.3 67.0 66.0 1.0 8.4 39.0 13.4 44.3 9.0 6048.0

FOREST PARK 9-12 968 16.5 69.3 56.5 2.0 12.2 22.5 40.2 126.3 10.8 8557.0

GARRISON 1535 19.5 11.0 75.5 3.0 9.7 28.0 16.6 18.3 11.3 9145.0

GREENSPRING 7-11 2033 23.1 e7.8 85.0 3.0 1.7 26.2 18.2 21.8 11.1 1179.0

GWYNNS,FALLS PARK 7-9 1160 18.7 81.2 59.0 3.0 10.0 37.2 14.5. 20.2 10.2 1479.0

HAMILTON 7-9 1901 22.9 81.2 78.9 4.0 NA 33.5 22.8 5.4 10.9 10704.0

HAMPSTEAD HILL 7-9 2324 20.3 79.0 110.5 WO 10.3 27.8 18.3 24.0 6.6 8019.0

SEE APPENDX DEFINION OF TERMS.

LA 1
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(ROLAND PARK HAMPSTEAD. HILL)
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TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS, WITH NONNERBALABILITY STATISTICALLY
CONTROLLED*

BALTIMORE CITY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

SKILL AREAS

VOCABULARY

SCHOOL NHME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE

SAS GE

ROLAND PK EL I JR 3 115.4 4.72
5 110.5 6.59'
7 94.4 6.71
9 94.3 7.94

KILLIAm S JAER 7 70.3 3.17
9 71.0 8.64

IALT CITY COLLEGE 9 88.4 7.24

DALT PQLYTECH 9 117.1 11.05

OLRJAMIN FRANKLIN 7 92.9 5.94
9 94,9 7.94

UOOKER T WASHINGTON 7 83.5 4.82
9 85.7 6.59

CALVERTON 7 85,4 5.41
9 89.1 7.15

CHERRY HILL 7 87.8 4.99
9 88,2 6.22

CLIFTON PARK 7 85.7 4.69

ouldiAa 9 9003 6.14

EASTER+. 9 85,8 6.65

EDGAR ALLAN POE 7 72.4 4.48
9 00.8 5.73

FA1RMOuNT HILL 7 78.7 4.65
9 82.9 6.22

70"
FOREST PARK 9 82.7 '.7.19

GARRISON 7 87.4 5.47
9 91.9 7.,16

,

GRLENSPRINu 7 87,0 5.55

GWYNN!, FALLS PARK 7 87.5 5.30
9 90,0 6.54

HAMILTON 7 101.6 7.23
9 100.2 8.64

HAMPSTEAD HILL 7 91.3 5.64
9 94,0 733

MARY-
LAW
NORM

4.46
5.98
6.27
7,98

3.74
5.47

7.09

9.95

6.09
7.70,

5.02
6.65

5.27
7.14

5,46
6.98

5.28

6.21

6,83

3.91
6.29

4.56
6.41

6,58

5.46
7,49

5.42

5.50
7.25

7.00
8.35

5,96
7.56

READING COMPREHENSION. LANGUAGE TOTAL

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

MARY...

LANO
NORM

OIFFER
ENCE

AVERAGE

GE

+.26 4.69 4.59 +.10 5.40

+.61 6.43 6.04 +.39 6.70

+.44 6,54 6.33 +.21 7.12

...04 7.60 7.55 4.05 8.16

-.57. 3.85 4.00 ..15 4.18

+3.17 6,89 4.89 +2.00 7.74

+.15 6.48 6.83 -.35 7.19

+1.10 10.51 10.16 +.35 1".67

-.15 6,14 6.21 -.07 6.41

+.24 7.71 7.67 4.04 8.13

-.20 4.94 5.23 -.29 5.37
-.06 6,42 6.52 -.10 7.47

+.14 5.20 5.44 -.24 6.01

+.01 6.93 6.94 -.01 7.58

-.47 5.09 5.63 -.54 5.88
-.76 6.11 6.79 -.68 7.03

-.39 5.08 5.46' -.38 5.54

-,07 5.98 +.01 6.54

-.18 6.49 6.55 -.06 7.41

.57 5.36 4.18 5.27
-.56 5.99

_4-1.18
-.11 6.63

+.09 4.52 4.79 -.27 5.28

.6-.19 6,03 6.24 -,2I 6.32
o

4.61 6.43 6.17

+.01 5.34 5.60 -.26 5.92

-.33 6.87 7.22 -.35 7..6k

+.15 5.49 - 5.57 -.08 6.12

-.20 '5.25 5.65 -.45 5.43
-.71 6.27 7.06 -.79 7.29

+.23 7.09 7.04 +.05 7.60

+.29 8.41 8.25 +.16 8.71

-.32 5.76 6.09 -.33 6.29
-.23 7.46 1i.61 -.15 7.71

MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

MARY-
LAND
NORM

OIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE

GE

MARY..
LANG'
NORM

WEER..
ENCE

4.89 4.11 4,56 4.44 +.12

6.17 +.53 6.48 6.20 4.28

6.53 +.59 6.82 6.60 +.22

7.90 +.26 7.89 7.92. ...03

4.55 -.37 4.58 4.48 +.10
5.76 +1.98 6.90 5.51 +1.39

7.19 +.00 " 7.49 7.24 +.25

9.77 +.90 11.26 10.25 +1.01.

6.41
::gg

6.65
8.01

4.05
+.35-

5.51 -.14 5.60 5.65 -.05
6.86 +.61 7.34 6.94 +.40

5.73 +.28 5.73 j5014 -.11

7.27 +.31 7.32 7.34 -.02

lit.86 +.02 5.79 5.98 -.19
7.11 -.08 6.82 7,18 -.36

5.74 -.20 . 5.63 5.88 -.25

6.48 +.06 6.77 6.46 +.31..

6.97 +.44 6.87 6198 -.11

4.66 +.61 ° 5.59 4.64 +.95

6.52 +.11 6.39 6.48 -.09

5.18 4.10 5.39 5.27 4.12

6.68 -.36 6.46 6.70 -.24

6.71 +.25 7.09 6.65 +.44

5.86 +.06 5.80 5.91 -.11
7.51 4.09 7.52 7.59 -.07

5.83 +.29 5.90 5.89 +.01

5.92 -.09 5.61 6.04
7.37 -.08 6.95 7.45 -.50

7.12 +.48 7.34 7.37 -.03
8.34 +.57 8.61 8.54 +.07

6.33 6.11 6.60 -.49

7.77 -.06 7.76 7.96 -.20

4,
SEE CHAPTER Ap SECTION 4.3.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 11
ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

542
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(ROLAND PARK-- HAMPSTEAD HILL)
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TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS

BALTIMORE CITY STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*SCHOOL SYSTEM

ti

VOCABULARY

SCHOOL NAME .GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE 'MARY-
LAND

SAS GE NORM

SKILL AREAS
1 C4

READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER.- AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY DIFFER-ENCE LAND ENCE LAND ENCE LAND EMCEGE NORM GE NORM GE NORM

ROLAND PK EL A JR 3 115.4 4.72 4.53 +.19 4.69 4.62 +.07 5.00 4.91 ..09 4.56 4.48 4..cre-5 110.5 6.59 4.07 +.52 6.43 G.09 +.34 6.70 6.22 +.411 6,45 6.24 4.247
9

44.4
94.3

6.71
7.94

6.20
7.71

+.51
+.23

6.50
7.60

6.30
7,53

+.24
+.07

7.t2
8:16.

6.46
7.75

+.66'
4.41

6.82
7.89

6.63
7.88

#.19
+.01

MILLIAm S 44ER 70.3 3.17 3.55 -.34 3.85 3.90 -.05 4.1110, 4.33 -.15 4.58 4.39 +.1971.0 8.64 5.05 +3.59 6.89 4.79 2.10 7.74 5.45 #2.29 6.90 5.35 1..55

SALT CITY COLLEGE 85.4 7.24 7.04 +.20 6.48 6.83 -.35 7:19 7.17 +.02 7.49 7.24 +.25
POLYTECH 9 117.1 11.05 10.32 -4.73 10.51 10.21 +.30 18.67 10.00 4.67 11.26 10.35 *o41

BENJAMIN FRANKLIN 7 92.9 5.44 6.04 -.10 6.14 6.15 -.01 6.41 6.33 #.08 6.70 6.49 +.219 44.9 7.94 7.78 +.18 7.71 7.60 +.11 8.13 7.81 4.32 8.36 -7.94 +.42

BOOKER T wAS11IGTO.4 7 53.5 4.82 5.00 -.14 4.94 5.22 -.28 5.37 5.49 -.12 5.60 5.62 -.029 85.7 6.59 6.73 -.14 6.42 6.52 -.10 7.47 6.90 +.57 7.34 6.94 ,+.40

CALVER7ON 7 55.4 5.41 5.21 +.28 . 5.20 5.41 -.21 6.01 5.66 +.35 5.739 89.1 7.15 7.12 +.03 , 6.93 6.92 +.01 7.58 7.23 4.35 7.32 ;..74

CNERRY HILL 7 87.8 4.09 5,45 ,40 5.09 5.64 -.55 5.48 5.87 +.01 5.79 6.02 ,-.239 88.2 6.22 7.01 -.79 6.11 6.81 -.70 7.03 7.15 -.12 0.62 7.21 -.39
4GLIM' PARK. 7 85.7 4.59 5.25 -.36 5.08 5.43. -.35 5.54 5.69 -.15 5.63 5.52 -.19

OUWAR 9 80,8 6.14 4.17 -.03 5.99 5.94 +.05 6.44 6.42 +.12 6.77 6.111 +.36

EASTER,: 9 85.8 6.65 6.74 -.09 6.49 6.53 .04 7.91 6.91 +.sn 6.47 6.95 -.08

EDGAR ALLAN POE 7 7244 4.48 3.78 .1.70 5.36 4.11 +1.25 5.27 4.51 4.76 5.59 4.58 +1.019 80.0 5.73 6.17 -.44 5.88 5.94 -.06 6.63 6.42 +.21 6.39 6.41 -.02,

FAIRMONNT ,TILL 7 78.7 4.65 4.48 .17 4.52 4.74 -.22 5.78 5.07 +.21 5.39 ' 5.17 4.229 82.9 6.22 5.41 -.10 6.03 6.19 -.16 6.12 6.62 -.30 6.46 6.64 -.18

FOREST PANK 9 02.7 7.19 6.39 ..80 6.43, 6.16 +.27 6.96 6:60 4.36 7.09 6.62 +.47

GARRISM, 7 57.4 5.47 4.43 +.04 5.34 5.60 -.26 5.92 5.84 +.04 .5.80 5.98 -.18,
9 91.9 7.16 7.44 -.25 6.87 7.25 -.38 7.60 7,51 4.09 7.52 7.62 -.10

'GRCENS8R1H., 7 07.0 5.56 5.39 +.16 5.49 5.56 -.07 6.12 5.80 +.32 5.90 5.94 -.04

G.YNNS FALLS PARK 7 87.5 5.30 5.44 -.14 5.20 5.6
i

-.41 5.53 6.85 -.02 5.61 5.90 -.38
9 90.0 6.54 7.22 -.65 6.27 7.02 -.75 7.29 7.32 -.03 6.95 7.41° -.46

HARILT0N 7

9
01.6
100.2

7.23
8.64 fill: 44..;'4 78::7

7.02
8.22

+.07
+.0

7.60
8.71

7.10
8.33

4.50
+.11

7.34
5.61

7.30
5.52

+.04
+.09

HAmPS7rA0 ALL 7

9
91.3
91..

5.64
7.33

5.86
7.65

-.22
-.75

5.76
7040 5.99

7.49
-.23
-.03,

6.79
701

6.18
7.72

+.11
-.01

6.11
7.76

6.34
7.84

-.23
-.08

SEE CHAPTER 4 SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 11ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

, 3
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(HARLEM PARK - WOODROW WILSON)

TABLE 3. SCHOOL LEVEL--COMMUNITY AND PUBLIC SCHOOL RESOURCES
FROFILE* . / ;/

tt.

.SCHOOL &GE CHILDREN

PERCENT PERCENT
1 TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE YEARS STAFF PERCENT MEDIAN MEDIAN

GRADE' SCHOOL PUPIL/ DAILY TOTAL NO. EXPERIENCE- MASTER'S DISAD- EDUCA.. FAMILY
ORGANI".. ENROLL-. STAFF ATTEN DEGREE VAN-. TION OF INCOME

TEACHER ADMIN. TEACHER ADMIN.,2ATION MENT RATIO DANCE OR ADOVE TAGED MOTHER . ($1
SCHOOL-NAME ID (2) -(3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (5) (9) (10) (11) (12)

HARLEM PARK 7 -9 2507 '' 21.2 80.3

HERRING RUN 7 -9 .2538 169%9 84.2

A'

HOUSTON -WOODS 7 -12 1255 18.3 77.7

JANE ADDAMS 4.42 112 7.6 77.2

LAKE CLIFTON SR 9 -12 2581 18.3 76.5

.LOM3ARD 7-9 1540 20.0 76.1

NORTHERN PKWY JR . .2670 22.3 84.9

NORTHWESTERN 9 12 2525 21.5 80.9

t

PIMLICO 7-9 1161 20.5 83.2

ROCK GLEN 7-9 2733 22.6 79.7

SOUTHERN 9 -12 2171 20.2 77.7

SOUTHWESTERN 6...12 1585 2O.7 79.3

WALDROOK 9 -12 2351 22.0 74.7

WESTERN 9-12 2452 22.7 91.0

WILLIAM LEMMEL 7-9 2201 21.2 62.2

WOODDOURNE 7-9 1608 20.6 87.0

WOODROW WILSON 9-12 149 11.5 84.7

SEE APPENDIX-A FOR'DEFINITION OF TERMS.

113.0

123.5

I
65.4'

13.8

137.0

7440

115.5

112.5

89.0

116.0

104.6

74.5

103.0

105.1

100.0

74.0

12.0

5.0

4.0

9.8

8.4

27.0

23.9

21.2

20.8

41.7

17.3

3.0 14.7 27.0 17.5 44.2

1.0 12.7 1716 32.7

4.0 !WC-, 23.15 -21;3' i;34.5

4.0 9.-27. 24.0 28.-2 50.6

4.0 8.8 22.3 .20.9 7.7

( 5.0 11.5 17.5 35.4 2.2

2.0 8.7 21.3 20.9 18.1

5.0 10.2, 21.7 17.3 11.9

3.0 '12.4 28.7 31.2 24.6

2.0 10.5 22.7 23.5 22.7

4.0 10.1 2546 23.4 28.4

3.0 12.6 29.3 40.8 15.9

4.0 11.3 20.6 23.1 22.3

4.0 9.0 20.5 20.5 20.1

1.0 15.0 39.0 38.5 26.1

0' 1 I

4-554

8.8 -5628.0

10.1 9479.0

9.3 5448.0

9.0

11.9 11046.0

11.4 11624.0

11.7 10117.0

10.4 9550.0

8.8. 8181.0

9.7 8554.0

10.5 8154:0 '

11.5 10183.40

10.9 '8661.0

11.5 9625.0

8.8 7101.0



(HARLE0 PARK - WOODROWWILSON)

TABLE 4. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS, BY SKILL

AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY, STATISTICALLY'

CONTROLLED*
BALTIMORE CITY
SCHOOL SYSTEM

SCHOOL NAME

HARLEM PARK

HERRING RUN

MOUSTOU.WOUDS

JANE ADDAMS

LAKE CLIFTON SR

LOMBARD

NORTHERN PKWY JR

NORTHWESTERN

PIMLICO

ROCK GLEN

SOUTHERN

SUuTHI.ESTEHN

WALBROOK

WESTERN

WILLIAM LLMHEL

WOODUOURML

WUODROW WILSON

VOCABULARY

GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY..

LAND
SAS GE NORM

7 85.6 4.97 5.27

9 etp.-1 6.24 6.74

7
9

91.6
96,0

5%96
7.81

5.96
.7.87

7 84.7 4.99 5.16
9 87.9 6.37 6.89

9 73.5 6.70 5.63

9 85,3 6.52 6.74

7 80.7 4.65. 4.73
9 85.7 .6.27 6.62

7 90.7 6,18 5.84

9 /7.5 8.28 8.14

9 104.0 10.15 8.66

7 82.9 5.46 5.00
9 67.4 7.02 7.14

7 94.6 6.17 6.26
9 93,8 '7.49 7.67,

9 92.1 7.25 7.40

9 92.1, 7.29 7.44

9 85.2 6.84 6.79

9 110.8 10.83 9.39

7 88.6 5.42 5.58
9 90.0 7.31 7.28

7 54.7 5.26 5.19
9 91.0 7.05 7.44

9 45-.4 6.48 5.09
4

SKILL AREAS

READING COMPREHENSION LANGUAGE TOTAL ' MATHEMATICAL TOTAL

DIFFER- AVERAGE MARY. DIFFER- AVERAGE MOP. DIFFER.. AVERAGE NARY- DIFFER..

ENCE LAND ENCE LAM EKE. LAND ENCE

GE NORM GE NORM GE ' NORM

-.30 5.16 5.46 -.30 5.50 5.73 -.23 5.47 5.92 -.45

-.50 6.35 6.68 -.33 7.18 6.99 +.19 6.89 7.09 -.20

..,

6,00 5.97 6.07 -.10 6.411 6.30 +.19 6.49 6.48 4.01.

..405 7.64 7.78 -.14 8.24 7.95 4.29 8.14 8.11 4.03

..17 4.89 5.36 -.47 5.49 '5.64 -.15 5.43 5.78 -.35

-.52 6.21 6.79 -.58 7.16 7.08 4.08 6.57 7.19 -.62

+1.07 5.80 5.16 +.64 5.62 5.92 -.30 5.73 5.74 -.01

-.22 6.32 6650 -.18 6.93 6.91 4.02 6.77 6.94 ,..17

a

.4,08 4.82 4.96 -.14 5.11 5.48 5.41 .07

-.35 5,86 6.53 -.67 6.44 6.52 6.95 -.43

+.34 5.12 5.94 +.15 6.67 6.17 4.50 6.47 6.23 'g+.29

.14 7.93 7.89 4.04 8.47 8.08 4.29 8.20 8.21

+.1.49 10.01 8.62 1.39 10.57 8.58 1.79 10.03 6.86 +1.17

+.46 5.44 5.17 4.27 5.96 5.50 4.46 5.80 5,45 4.32

-.12 6.65 6.70 -.05 7.59 7.16 4.43 7.20 7.13 4.07

..09
-.18

6.14
7.03 .

6.35
7.51

-.21
..45

6.73
7.54 1:3g

6.73

-.14 7.07 7.37 ..50 7.66 ,7.60 4.06 7.84 7.75 4.09

....15 6.57 7.33 -.76 7.65 7.58 4.07 7.34

..ns 6.52 6.47 +.05 7.17 6.92 +.25 7.11 6.9191 4,2:

1.49 10.37 9.42 4.95 11,03 9.19 41.84 10.43 4.58 45

-.16 5.47 5.72 -.25 6.17 5.96 4.21 5.90 6.05 ...IS

+.03 6.96 7.01 -.05 7.93 7.34 +.59 7.54 7.40 1.14

+.07
-.39

5.33
7.00

5.34
7.12

-.01
-.12

5.88
7.60

5.64
7.46

4.24
4.14

5.71
7.29

5.65
7.50

4,06
...21-.4

4.49 6.28 5.78 4.50 5.73 6.40 ....67 6.32 4.01

4. see CHAPTER 4, SECTION .6.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OP ASTERISK 1*)

ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

4
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4

(HARLEM PARK WOODROW WI I...SON)

; TABLE 5. RELATION OF ACHIEVEMENT TO MARYLAND NORMS BY SKILL
AREAS, WITH NONVERBAL ABILITY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS

BALTIMORE CITY STATISTICALLY CONTROLLED*WOOL SYSTEM

SKILL APEAS.

.

VOCAOULARY READING COMPREHENSION' LANGUAGE TOTAL MATHEMATICAL TOTAL
SCHOOL NAME GRADE AVERAGE AVERAGE MARY- DIFFER.. AVERAGE MARV.. DIFFER- AVERAGE

' LAND EeCE LAND ENCESAS GE NORM GE NORM GE

MARY -'

LAND
NORM

DIFFER- AVERAGE
ENCE'

GE

HARLEM PA66 7 05.6 4.97 5.23 -.26 5.16 5.42 -.26 5.50 5.68 -.18 5.479 86.7 6.24 11,4-6.84 -.60 6.35 6.63 -428 7.18 7.00 .18 6.69

HEwNli*o RuN 7 91.6 5.96 5.89 +.07 5.97 6.02 -.05 6.44 6.21 .23 6.499 96.0 7.81 7.91 -.10 7.64 7.73 -.09 8.74 7.92 .32 8.14

HOU5TO4l4000S 7 84.7 4.99 5.14 -.15 4.89 5.34 -.45 6.49 5.60 -.11 5.43.9 87.9 .6.37 6.98 -.61 6.21 .6.78 .5,7 7.16 7.12 .04 6.57

JANE ADDAMS 9 73.5 6.70 5,33 1.37 5.80 5.08 .72 5.62 5.69 -.07 5.73

LAKE CLIFTOA SR 9 85.3 6.52 6.68 -.16 6.32 6.47 -.15 6.0.3 6.86 .07 6.77t
LOKIARD 7 60.7 4.65 4.70 4.82 4.94 -.12 5.38 5.25 4.13 5.489 85.7 6.27 6.73 -.46 5.86 6.52 -.66 6.84 6.90 ' -.06 6.52

NORTHERN PKWY JR 7 90.7 0.18 5.79 .39 6.12 5.93 .19 6.67 6.13 .59
'1.:31

6.479 97,5 8.28 6.08 .20 7.93 7.91 .02 8.37 8.06 8.20

NOpTHAFSTLmA 9 104.0 10.15 8.82 1.33 10,01 8.67 1.34 10.37 8.71 1.66 10.03

PIMLICO 7 82.9 5.46 4.94 4.57 5.44 5.16 .28 5.96 5.44 .52 5.809 87,9 7.92 6.92 .10 6.65 6.72 -.07 7.59 7.07 .52 7.20

ROCK, GLEN 7 94.6 6.17 6.22 ..04 6.14 6.32 -.18 6.73' 6.98 .25 6.469 93.8 7.49 7.65 -.16 7.03 7.47 -.49 ,7.44 7.70 .19 7.65

50uTHE9A 9 92.1 7.26 7.46 -.20 7.07 7.27 -4.20 7.66 7.53 .13 7.64

SOuTHFSTc...N 9 92.1 7.29 7.46 -.17 6.57 1%4 -.70 7.65 7.53 .12 7.35'

k
,..ALBROoK 9 85.2 6.7* 6.67 +.17 6.52 6.56A A 4i."32 7.11,,

,....-

f
wESTEA2 9 110.8 10.83 9.60 +1.21 10.37 9'.971 - . 90 11.n3 9.38 140

'.,

10.43

WILLIAM LE 74LL 7 80.6 5.42 5.56 -.14 5.47 5.72 -.25 6.0' 5.95 4,27 5.909 90.0 7.31 7.22 4.09 6.96 7.02 -.06 7.93 7.32 .61 7.54

POODBOURNG 7 84.7 _ 5,19 .12 5.33 5.34 -.01 5.98 5.60 +.274 5.719 91.11 705 -.28 7.00 7.14 -.14 7,40 7.42 .18 7.29

w000NOw WILSON 9 78.4 0.58''- 5.89 .69 6.28 5.66 .62 5.73 6.18 -.45 6.33

I SEE CHAPTER 4, SECTION 4.1.2 FOR DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED AND EXPLANATION OF ASTERISK 01'I ACCOMPANYING "DIFFERENCE" SCORES.

t
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MARY- DIFFER-
LAND ENCE

.

NORM
. ,

5.81
7.05

6.37 .12
8.06 .08

5.73 -.30
7.18 -.61

5.624 .11

5.36 .12
6.94 -.42

6.28 .19
8.22 -.02

5.56 .29
7.13 4.07

6.65 -.19
7.82 -.17

7.64 .20

7.65 -.30

6.09 .22

9.67 .76

6.09 -.19
7.41 .13

5.73 -.02
7.52 -.23
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''APPENDIX A' ASSESSMENT PROCEDURES USED IN

PROGRAM

1. Introduction
4

AZ!

Appendix A serves as a tec

HE ACCOUNTABILITY

describing the assessment instruments and pro

this 1973-1974.AccountabilitypProgram. As su

erence source_

res used in

it will describe; *1

(1) the instruments used to measure student ability and studeht

achievement and why theSe particular instruments were employed;

v(2) the definitions of data items displayed in various tables;

,and (3) the formats of the various tables',incorporated into this

Report -- what is presented and what can and what cAnnot be inter-

;

preted,from the data that are displayed.

Although this is a technicali4Appendix, it is still

intended for interested citizens who want a fuller understanding

of thi6 first year of educational accountability in Maryland.

TOward this end, Appendix A, Appendix B - The Use of Regression

Analysis in the Accountability Program, and Appendix C - Comple-

mentary. State-Level Data, are all written to present a descrlption

'of procedures used in and results obtained from the.1973-1974

assessment program.

2. Instruments Used ko Measure Academic Ability and

Academic Achievement

Twa- nationally standawdized measurement instruments

administered in Spring 1974 were the sources of data collected on

`student ability and achievement. The Cognitive Abilities Test.

(CAT), Form 1, 1971 edition, was used to measure student academic

ability; and the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS),,Form 5, 1971

edition, was selected to assess academic achievement.

-App
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sI The ITBS was employed for state-wide assessment of adademie
achievement in part because 17 of the 24 local sch161 systems Were 1'

4ft.already employing some edition of it as part of their regular testing
programs. ,The Cognitive Abilities Test was selected because it had
been normed on the same'pbpuldtion as was the ITBS. Both tests
are used in various school systems throughout the country.

The ITBS ancto,CAT were administered to all Maryland public
school children in grades 7 and 9 during the period March 1 to March

031 and to children in grades 3 and,5 during the period April 15 to
May 15.

Cognitive Abilities Test

The data presented here are from the Nonverbal Subtesto

of the CAT. The Nonverbal Subtest was selected ad the source of
adademic ability data because it does not require the ability to
read or to do arithmetical, computations. The test items involve
neither words nor numbers. The test is intended to measure the
student's ability to reason by using test questions that are not
bound by formal school instruction. The test emphasizes the
discovery of and flexibility in manipulating relationships expressed
in figures, symbols,"and patterns. It has three part %:

41

Pait I:

Part IT:

Part III:

Figure Classification (17 minutes).
Figure Classifidation measures the
pupil's ability to detprmine how a set
of figures are alikeland.then to select
from five alternatives the one that .

belongs with the set.

ir
Figure Analysis (14 minutes). Figure
Analysis measures the pupil's ability
to determine how two figures are related
to each other and then to select tWo
figures that are related in the same way.

Figure Synthesis (16. minutes). Figure *.,

Synthesis measures the pupil's ability
to select from alternative pieces those
that%when combined would form a particu-
lar whole.

rt i 1 f°
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G

The ,scores of the three riarts*are'combined to'-forin a

total nverbal Abilit Score. The' Nonverbal Ability.Scores are

set s that a score of 100 e quals the average score Mr any age

grou A third grade class with an average Nonverbal Scor of

104 ndicates that, on the averpge the; students that,gr de

di 11 o y the test. of nonverbal reasoning as did stale is of

their age tionally.

Iowa Tests of Basic Skills,

I' N. N W ' '
k

following tests of theThe ollowin4 eight ttf th ITBS were lected,for..

,
.*The. > _ ,

e as measurement academic achievement..,Thbrie descriptions

that ra geneal indication of thelskillS req ired for.

/ success o chd test. 4
f

-Ileading Skills
, \

Vocabulary,.(17 minutes). The Vocabulary Test;
measures the pupil's understanding of the
meanings of words presented in ,short sentences.-
,The-pupil chooses, from among-four. alternatives,
the word that ,has the closest meaning to the
key word.

Reading Comprehension (55 minutes). The Reading
,Comprehension Test measures the pupil's ability to
recognize and understand stated or.implied factual
details and relationships; discern-the purpose
or main idea rof paragap'or selection; to
organize the ideas presented'in a selection; and:

to evaluate what is read. The test use short -

storieS, factual articles, and poems as the bases
for the testi item.

II. Basic-Language S411s

S ellin (12 minutes). The Spelling Test
measures the pupil's ability to recognize mi7
takes in spelling. Each test item presents four
words. The pupil indicates which, if any, of
the words are skelled incorrectly:,

Capitalization (15 minutes). The Capitalization
Testmeasures the pupil's ability to recognize
thewords in a sentence which should be capitalized.
The pupil indicates the part of the sentence in
which, if any, an error in Capitalization occurs.'

5 4 f),
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Punctuation (20 minutes). 'Ability to punctuate
is tested by fiaving the pupil indicate the part
of a sentence 'or the part of a.00rrespondence
letter in weach, if any, an error in punctuation
,occuri.

.

Usage (20 minuteS). The Usage Test measures
the pupils ability to use'words'according to
the standards of,correctly written English.
The pupil indicates the'sentence in, which, if
any, errors in the use of 'verb forms, adjectives,
adverbs, etc. occur.

A total Langua5e_scorp is, obtained by adding together
the tjrade equivalence scores of the four basic language skills

tests and dividing the sum by four 1.

III. Mathematics Skills

-Mathematics Concepts (30 minutes). The
Mathematics Concepts Test measures the pupil!s-.
ability to understand the number system and the
terms and operatibns used in mAhematicse It
goes, beyond the four flindamental.processes of-'

,.addition, sUbtraction, multiplication and divi-
sion by exploring concepts involved in currency,
quantity, time, temperature, weight, length,
volume, working with whole humberz, and working
with decimals,' fractions;; percents, and ratios.
The pupil is .presented with, a question and four
altepnative responses from which he is to select
the one which best answers the question.

MathemaicsProbleM Solving (30-minutes). The
intent n this test is to measure the pupil's
ability to solve realiStic problems presented

'in situations he might experience in everyday
.living. The test does; ot require the pupil to
compute the answer but to 'select the correct
one from four stated alternatives.

i.

A total Mathematics score is obtained by adding together
the grade equivalence scores of the,two mathematics tests and
dividing the suMby.two (4).

550
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The achievement test scores are expressed as GE scores,

read as Grade. Equivalence scores. The first digit represents the

grade and the second digit the month within the grade. A GE of.

5.7 would be read'fifth grade seventh month.

The academic ability and academic achievement data ,/

presented inthe tables of this Report are based On the average

score made by a grade in a 'school. No. data on individual students

or individual classrooms. were coilected:' -Eaah-ZoCal sChool system

collected its own data on 'individual studentsid classioom7 in
i

relation to its own needs for program or pupilz-aPpraisal and

diagnosis.

/

3. Discussion of Tables Presented

.1 Presented, here are descriptions of table formats,,

definitions .of items displayed and sources of data shown in-the

tables, by level of unit (State; local school system, individual

school). This discussion ,Will assist the reader to learn exactly

what data are shown, so that proper interpretations can be made

and impropei conclusions avoided.

.2 State-level Tables

o Table 1 Community and Public School

Resources Profile

c This Table summarized basic resource character-

istics at the State le el. The source for, the data on community

characteristics is t 1970 census Bureau Publication PC(1) -22

General Social and conomic Characteristics, Maryland. The data

for the item "Percent Disadvantaged -- School Age Children" Are

provided by Applied Urbanetics? Inc., using 1970 Census data.

551
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Maryland State Department of Education pub-

lications are the sources for the data on school and staff

characteristics and for school financial characteristics.
utio

Ter Ills used in the Table on ComMuniti and Public

Resources profile are defined as folloWs:

Median FamiV-Income refers to the amount which
divides'the distribution of total number Of
families in two equal, groups, one having incomes
above the median and the other having incomes
below the median.

Disadvantaged School-Age Children refers to (1)
anyone living in a household with more than one
person per-n:10m, -(2) anyone paying rent of $70
per month or less, and (3) anyone living in a
home whichhad an assessed taxable base of
$10,000 per' year or less.

Average Administrator Salary: principals,
vice principals, and_administrative assistants
were considered "administratdrs."

Average Years Teaching.Experience refers to total
years of teaching experience, divided by total
number of teachers.

O

o Average Years Administrator Experience refers to
'total yeats of administrative and/or teaching
experience, divided by total number., of. administrators.

School Level Pupil /Staff Ratio: schbol level
administrative staff, teachers, guidance counselors,
librarians, and therapists were considered "staff."

o e Percent Average Daily Attendance (Attendance Rate)
was determined by dividing the total number of days
of attendance by total number of days of membership
(number of days a student was enrolled during the
regular school session).

o Total_Per Pupil Cost inCludes such current expense
costs as health services, pupil transportation, and
operation and maintenance of plant, as well as
instructional coats, central office administrative
costs, and pupil personnel costs.

App A-6
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o .Per Pukil.Instructional Costs were computed by
. total instructionalexpenditures, including salaries
of.instructional-personnel, costs of contractual
services, supplies and materials, and other instmc-:
tional costs, divided by average number of pupils

.beloriging (ANB) .

Per Pupil Administrative (Central Office),Costs

were computed by total administrative costs,
including salaries of central office administratare,
costs of contractual services, supplies and mater-

ials, and other administrative costs, divided by ANB.

Per Pupil.Puyil Personnel Costs were computed by
total expenditures, including salaries by pupil

personnel staff (counselors, psychologists}, cost

of contractual services, supplies and materials,
and other pupil pers nnel costs, divided by'ANB.

Averages were computed by dividing the tbtal amount
by the total number of cases.

o Table 2 .
Nonverbal Ability (Average
Standard Age (Score) and Academic.
Achievement (Grade Equivalence) ,
by Skill Areas

This Table presents average Nonverbal Ability

Scores for Maryland schools (as measured by CAT). The averages

were computed.from the individual student scores in the designated

grades in each school. Also presented are average Grade Equi-

valence scores (derived from ITBS) for Maryland schools, computed

from individual student scores. Standard deviations are provided

in each case to indicate the variability of the groups. The foot-

notes on the Table explain the column headings.

The following is an explanation of the symbols and

abbreviations appearing on the Tables.

Average GAS - the average Standard Age Score computed
by grade for the State.

r
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SD - the standard deviation for the State
scores. This measure provides an indica-
tion of the spread or variability of the
scores in the distribution..

Average GE - the average Grade Equivalence achievement
score computed by grade for each subtest
and for language total and mathematics
total scores.

The chart below provides more precise information about?'
the medians by:grade and skill area,, for school averages in the
'national norm group:

Range for Medians of School Grade Equivalence
Averages in the NationAl Norm Group (Isms)

Vocab-
ulary

Reading
Compre-
hension Spelling.

Capital-
ization

Punct
uation

3rd grade 3.7 - 3.8 3.8 - 3.9 3.9 3.8 -. 3.9 3.9

5th grade 5.7 - 5.'8 5.8 -- 5.9 '5.8 -,-,50 .5,.9' 5.8 5.9

7th grade 7.6 - 7.7 7.7 - 7.8 7.7 7.8 - 7.9 7.7 7 7.8

9th grade 9.3 - 9.4 9.3 - 9.4 9.2 - 9.3'9.6 - :9,,4 - 9.

Usage

Mathe- Mathe-
Language ,matics Problem matics
.Total Concepts Solving 4 Total

3rd grade 3.9 '3.9 3:8 - 3.9 3.6 - 3.7 3.7 - 3.8

5th grade 5.8 - 5.9 5.8 - 5.9 5.8 J5.7 - 5.8 5.7 - 5.8

7 h grade 7.7 - 7.8 7.7 - 7.8 7.8 - 7.9 7.6 - 7.7 7.7 - 7.8

9t grade 9.4 9.4 9.7 - 9.8 9:2 - 9.3 9.4 - 9.5

r ri App A-8



.3 Local School System Level Tables

Table 1 Co unity and Public School
Reso rces Profile

This Table summarizes for each local school

system (23 counties and the City of Baltimore) basic resource

characteristics. The data items and data sources are identical

to those in the State-level Table 1 Community and Public School

Resources Profile, page App A-5.

Table 2 Nonverbal Ability (Average
O Standard Aye Score) and Academic

Achievement (Grade E9uivalence)
by Skill Areas

This Table displays for each local school

system data comparable to those displays in the State-level Table

2 discussed on page App A-7.

.4 Individual School bevel Tables (within each local

school system)

Table 3 School Level - Community and Public
School Resources Profile

This Table .summarizes basic school and commun-
,

ity characteristics as of September 1973 for each eligible school

(with grade 3 and/or 5 and/or 7 and/or 9) in a local school system.

School characteristics data are supplied by

Maryland-State Department of Education publications; community

characteristiCs ta for School'Age Children are supplied by

161;Applied Urbaneti s, Inc., which updated ESEA Title I statistics

from 1970 Census data. ft-

. 0

App A-9



,
Most items in this Table are the same as those pre-

sented for the State and local school system Community and Public
School Resources Profiles; new measures are:

Percent Disadvantaged refers to the percent of
children shown to be from poor families,,using
the Orshansky Index or poverty. The Orshansky
Index is based on size, ,of family, farm or .nonfarm
residence, sex of fami/y head, and family income.

Median Education of Mother refers to median educa-
tional level of females 25 years of age'or.Older.

Table 4 Relation of Achievement to
Maryland Norms bx Skill Areas,.
with Nonverbal Ability Statistidally
Controlled,

This Table presents the differences between
a specific school's achievement in the major skill areas andthe
achievement of other schools in Maryland when grades having the
same average tested level of nonverbal ability. scores are statis-
tically compared. For a discussion of Maryland Norms.see App.

B-5 and B-6.

Table 5 Relation of Achievement to Maryland
Norms1 by Slci/ greets, with Nonverbal
Ability and SOCioedonomic B atus
Statistically Controlled

In this Table, the differences between a

specific school's achievement in the major skill areas and the
achievement of other schools in Maryland having similar pupil
populations are presented. Sim4lar schools are those defined as

having the same average nonverbal ability score, and thesame

socioeconomic status based on the median family income level and
the median,ducation level of mothers (feMales 25 years of age
or older). For a discussion of Maryland Norms see App. B.

0t1`)
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The followincychart is designed to assist the reader

to identify the general location of a particular school's achieve-

ment in relation to the national distribution of school averages

by grade and skill area.

Range of School Average GE's Which Would Include
'Approximately the Middle 40 Percent, Of the National

Distribution of School Averages (ITBS)*

Vocab-
ulary

Reading
Compre-
hension Spelling

Capital- Punct-
ization, uation

Grade 3 3.5 - 4.0 3.6 4.1 3.6 4.2 3.6 - 4.2 3.6 - 4.2

Grade 5 5.4 - 6.1 5.5 - 6.2 5.4 - 6.2 5.5 - 6.3 5.5 - 6.2

-

Grade 7 , 7.3 - 8.1 7.4 - 8.2 7.2 - 8.2 7.4 - 8.3 7.3 - 8.2

Grade 9 8.9 - 9.8 9.0 - 9.8 8.8 - 9.9 9.2 - 10.1 8.9 - 9.9

Language
Usage .

Total

Mathe- Mathe-
matics Problem matics
Concepts Solving Total

3.6 - 4.2 3.6 4 . 2 3.6 - 4 . 1 3'.5 - 3.9 3. 4.0

Cl

Grade 5 5.,4 - 6.2 5.4 - 6.2 5.5 - 7.4 5.4 - 6.0 5.4 - 6.1

,

Grade 7 7.3 8.2 7.3 8.2 7.5 - 8.3 7.4 - 8.1 7.4 - 8.1

Grade 9 8.9 - 9.9 8.9 - 9.9, 9.2 - 10.2 8.9 9.7 9.1 - 9.8

*
Schools below the range would rank with the lower 30 percent of
schools nationally and schools above the range would rank with
the upper 30 percent of schools nationally.
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APPEND IX B THE USE OF REGRESSION ANALYSIS IN THE.

ACCOUNTABILITY PROGRAM

Purpose of the Regression Analysis

The results of the accountability testing'program reveal

a high degree of variability in the average levels of performance

among Maryland's public schools. For example, in the ninth grade,

the average grade equivalence (GE) in Vocabulary, by school, ranses

from 4 low of 5.73 to a high of,11.051 with a mean of 8.49 and a

1.01 standard deviation. °Approximately 95 percent of the schools

attained average GE levels in vocabulary between 6.47 and 10.51,

and approximately. 68 percent of the schools attained average GE

levels between'7.48 and 9.5 in their ninth grades.

The primary purpose of regression analysis in -this-Report

is to "account for," or "explain," a maximum percentage of such

observed variation in school performance levels in terms of related

student background, variables. ,A secondary purpose is to adjust the

observed school means to a new set of means, fnom which the-explained

variance has been removed. Ostensibly, much of the residual variance,

still present in these adjusted means, would then be the result of

school.installation and process variables (e.g., objectives, progra

effectiveness, staff, or facilities). Of course, the success of

the procedure depends on the choice of student background variables

entering the regression equation, the strength of their relationship

with the performance criterion measure ,(and with the process vari-

ables), and the amount of inevitable error. .Still, to the extent

that a regression analysis is found to be successful, it serves to

resolve the following dilemma: schoolt with roughly equal unadjusted

means may well vary .widely with respect to their installation and

process variables; conversely, schools which are equivalent with

r r 0.
)
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respftit to their installation and process variables may well
display roughly equal test performance levels. Thus., a. regression
analysis permits the estimation of school effectiveness with some

° protection against the confounding by student background variables.

2. The Choice of Student Background Variables

Even a cursory inspection of the literature results at
once in an endless array of pOssible choices of student background
'variables: e.g.,.race, sex, age, family'structure, student ability,
measures of socioeconomic.status (SES), attitude, motivation self-
perception, aspiration, intention, and expectation. Al). these,
and more, have been shown to be related to student performance.

Armor (1972), Coleman (1966), and Mayeske (1913) have
.shown in separate studies that up to 10 percent of the variation
in schoc5l performance can be explained by ethnic and racial deter-
minors. Comber and Keeves (1973), Plowden (1967), and Purves (1973)
have shown the influence from sex and age differences, everCwhen
grade levels are held constant. Bachman (1970), Colethan (1966),'
and Mayeske (1973) demonstrated that some achievement variance can
be accounted for by family structure differentiation such as home
intact vs. broken, number of children, and head of household.

Perhaps the best known, and most widely employed, cor-
.relate .of achievement is student ab.Iity. An enormous number of

#studiespon these relationships are xtant in the literature. Excel-
lent summaries may be found in Bryant, Glaser, et al. (1974),
Hauser (1969), Hanushek (1970), and the New York University (1972)

, ,tIn general, it is found that studeht ability is a strong predictor
of achievement. However, it.is also found that the measurement of
abilityrcapart from achievement, presents severe difficulties which,
in turn, lead to problems of interpretation.

rOut,
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Next to student, ability the Most extensive literature on

achievement-related variables dealAwith measureSof Socioeconomic
. ,

status. The New York University (1972), Eason, Gary, and'Grawford

*(1-96.9), Masan (1972), Reiss (1961), and Thorndike (1973) give

excellent summaries. All present strong evidence that variance in

school performance is associated with differences in4the socio-

economic backgrounds of the students.

A number of studies, (see Bryant, Glaser, 'et al., 1974) ,

have shown a partial dependence of student performance on student

personal characteristics such as those mentionecrabove.

Given the vast number of alternative choices for. the

incluM.on of related variables in the regression equation for student

performance, the naive approach might well consider inclusion of

them all. however, two objections at once rule out such an approach.

First, the cost, time, and effort which would be required for the

collection and analysis of that much data are simply prohibitive.

Second, as it turns out, all these various measures of student back-
.

ground are highly intercorrelated. Now it is in the very nature of

regression analysis to detect these intercorrelations and remove

from the achievement only that ,variance which can be attributed to

these variables "iridependently," that is, mithout double dipping

due to overlap in relationships. As a result, it is found that

once one or two variables related to achievem9nt have been entered

into the equation, little or no additional variance is accounted

for by inclusion of further variables. Because a review of the

literature indicated the two most promising student background

'variables to be ability and socioeconomic status, and becTe data

collection of measures on these variables appeared to be most feasi-

ble, the Maryland State Department of Education (MSDE) decided an

these two variables.
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In the recent past, the term "IQ" and the concept of

intelligence assessment have given rise to considerable contro-

versy: For this reason, a measure called "Standard, Age.Score"

(SAS), which is computed from the. Nonverbal section of the Cognitive

Abilities Test (CAT), was chosen as a viable alternattVe to the IQ.

In terms of its relationship to achievement, SAS has been shown

equivalent to IQ,. Inbfact, scores on the nonverbal test
o

are considered by some scholars to be indicators of intelligence.

, In the last three decades, many indices have been

developed to.estimate socioeconomic status (SEM. However, most

of these can be shown to measure the same, underlying factor. 'Prom

the literature, it appeared that the two measures, "Mother's Edu-

cation" (SES 1) and "Family Income," (SES 2) were most efficacious.

Hence, the MSDE decided to use these.

3. Some Terminology and-Computational Procedures

In 'regression analysis, distinction is made between

"dependent" and "independent" variables. The dependent variables

are often referred to as "criterron,measures" or, simply, "criteria."

The independent variables are usually called "predictor variables".

or, simply, "predictors. "' In the accountability study, the criteria

are the school average GE's for the various subtests of the ITBS.

The predictors are the SAS, SES 1, and'SES 2 measures discussed in

the previous section.

Unfortunately, the terminology of predictors and criteria

arose in context of one use of regression analysis which the

accountability program does not consider. Frequently, a statistician

is given the scores on several predictors fora subject with unknown

criterion performance. It is then required to "predict" a probable

score on this criterion on the basis of the predictor s,d6res. In

the accountability program, all criterion scores are known., Hence,

0 L 1



there is no prediction of these scores in the ordinary sense of

that word. Ne;rertheless, the predicted scores were computed on

all ITBS subtests, for every school in Maryland with grades 3, 5, .

7, and79von the basis of the schools' average SAS and"SES measures.

These predictions were compared wi'01.the adtually obtained GE

averages, by subtest. The observepijifferences then constituted

the "Adjusted School GE Levels," fiWrwhich the variation explained

by SAS and SES had been removed.

The analysis was first performed using SAS alone. Theri

it was repeated, in a'.stepwise fashion, with the successive inclu-

sion ofthe two SES measures. thus, in turn, the' predictions were
.

computed on the basis of SS alone, SAS and SES 1, and SAS, SES 1,

and SES 2. As will be shown in Section 4 of this Appendix,

little was gained by the stepwise inclusion of SES 1 and SES 2.

In symbolic language, the following .s.arl exposition of

the'procedures, in the case of SAS alone:

Let Y.' = the "'predicted" GE average on some ITBS subtests
for school i;

Y. = the observed, GE average on the same 4test for
the same school i;

X. = the average SAS, for any school in the StatN

the mean of .all-Y.'s, same subtest;

7 =thernearlofallX.'s for the State;

Sy. = the standa'rd deviation of Y in the State
distribution;

= the standard deviation of X in'the State
distribution;

= the correlation between Y and X;



r$1/Sx(X. -
,t 4, 1

and the "adjusted Score' or-'ieSidual is 4gi,ven by
,0

RES. = Y. Y.
1

\ .-

\

Itis easy to sho that the variance df these residuals
is given by

var (RES) = Sy
2
(1 - r2)

infro lvtrich it follows'# that the `portion of

plained by SAS1 and then removed,
t
/

'
.

In a Similar, th6 d gh less detailed manner, a m tiple
regression ,equation to inclu e SES 1 %and SES 2 is wri en as fck1lows:

is give

or inal variance e x=.

by r2.

B
0

+ B
1 3.

X. + B2 (SES 1), + B3 (SS 2)

, .,whete Yi' and Xi are defined p beftre, Bo is a constant, B1, B2,

B3 are "regression coeffiCients," and the SES 1 and SES 2 self-
. ex/aanatory. In this case, the portion of variance in the GE's

accounted for is.R2, the squared multiple tegression coefficient.

All computations .were ,performed iaththe4use of he

BMDO2R Stepwise Regression computer program.
;In

order q,avoid
confused interpre ation, the column,in Tables 4 5 whichtcontain
the "pedicted" G 's.is titled "Matyland'Norm. For S given school,
its entr,cin the column represents the Maryland iorm in view of

"S.
that school's S and/or SES 1, SES 2 levels.

'n

riEi 0
t3
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Results of the Regression Analysis

Separate_ regression anal es were performed on the third-,

fifth-, seventh-, and ninth-grade ?levels, by gade, level,- on the

suptests Yocabulary1 Reading Comprehension, Language Total, and

,Nlathematid% Total. Ail regression analySes were performed in a

stepwise fashion: Step I. SA' alone as-predictor; Step--- -SAS-

and SES 1 as predictors; Step 3: SAS, SES'1,and SES72 as

predictors,

In the tables below are shown the intercorrelations

between all variables at each grade, level:
,

INTERCORRELATION MATRIX AT THE THIRD-GRADE LEVEL
C

1 ? 3 4 5
4

6 7

1 SAS` 1.000 .875 .877 .844 .890 '.659 .699

2_, Vocabulary 1.000 .954. .921 .929 .648 .674

3 Reading Comp. 0 1.000 .918 .925 '.622 .6,39

4

5

Language Totl
,

'Math Total

1.000' .921
1.000

.589

.623
.604
.665

6 Mother's Education (SES 1) 1.000, .803

7 Family Income (SES 2)
4 .1.000

INTERCORRELATION MATRIX AT THE FIFTH-GRADE LEVEL

SAS
2 Vocabulary
3 Reading Comp.
4 Language Total
5 Math'Total.
6 Mother's Education
7 Family Income (SES

1 2 3 3 . 4 5, 6 7

1.000

(SES 1)
2)

a

.817 .89 .865 .902 .659 .686,

1.000 .959 .921 .912' .709 .745

1.000 .924 .931 .694/ .708

.000 .927 .611 ,.671

1.000 .645 .701
1.000 .803

1.000

.LiC1
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INTERCORRELATiON,-MATP1X AT THE SEVENTH-GRADE LEVEL

1 2 _4 3 4 5
-.-

7

1 SAS . 1.000 .893 .916 .833 .912 .727% .709
2 Vocabulary 1.000 .955 .946 .921 .661 .682

_.3- Reading -Comp. 1.000' .926 .952 .665 .,64
4 Language Total . 1.000 .916 .616 .659
5 math Total . 1.000 .625 .686
6 -MOther's Education (SES 1) 1.00 .826
.7 Family IncoMe (SES 2) 1.000

INTERCORREIATION MATRIX AT THE.NINTH-GRADE LEVEL

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1 SAS -1.000 .899 .928 .880 .934 .690" .676
2 Voca)bulary 1.000 .951 .948 .941 .711 .730
3 Reading Comp.' 1.000 .925 .961 .639 .657
4 lianguage Total 1.000 .939 .657 .698
5 Math Total 1.000 .653 .684
6 Mother's Education (SES 1) 1.000 .831
7 Family Income (SES 2) 1.000

App

A

-



0-

A. useful way to summarize the information ,contained in

. the fbur correlation matrices above is.the following table, which

displays the p entages of variance in the school GE levels

accounted for by the various independent variables.

PERCENTAGE OF VARIANCE IN SCHOOL GE'S ACCOUNTED FOR BY STANDARD,
.AGE SCORES) MOTHER'S EDUCATION, AND FAMILY INCOME

GRADE 3, GRADE 5 GRADY 7- GRADE

SAS

Vocabulary 77 77 080 81

Reading 77 80 84 86

Language Total 71 75 70, 77

Math Total 79 81 83 CA7

SES

Vocabulary
Reading .

Language Total
Math Total

42
39
35
39

50
48
37
42

44
44
38
39

SES 2

Vocabulary 45 56 47

Reading 41 50 46

Language Total 36 45 43

Math Total 44 49 .47

SAS AND SES 1

Vocabulary 78 80 80

Reading 77 82 84

Language Total Th., 75 70

Math Total 79 82 .83

SAS, SES 1, 'AND SES
3

Vocabulary 78 81 80

Reading 77 83, 84

Language Total 71 76" 71

Math Total 80 d .82 85

7, 5
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From the above table it is quite apparent that SAS is

the best single predictor of achievement. Note that the SES

indices are also fairly good indicators, rahging.from 35 percent

of the variance in Language Total GE school averages accounted for.
.

4.

by SES 1 at the third-grade level, to 56 percent of-the Variance

in Vocabulary. GE school averages accounted for by SES 2 at the

fifth-grade level. However, it is also eviaent'that the relation-
a

ships of the school average GE's to each of the variab1es SAS,

SES 1, and SES 2 strongly overlap for all subtests at every grade

level. For this reason, the use of the SES 1 and SES 2 data

provided little gain over the "'use of SAS alone.
7

Still further insights into the relative size of the

coritributiOns made by the independent variables may be gained from

ipspection of the F-ratios computed at each step:

gt
4'

)
r-
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GRADE 5

GRADE 7

GRADE 9

STEP 1

'F VALUE TO ENTER OR REMOVE

STEP 2 STEP 3

Vocabulary
Reading
Language Total
Math Total

.
Vocabulary
Reading
Language Total
Math Total

2904.8V,
2958.4'
2190.9
3366.0

...

2887.3
3540.8
2566.5
3752.9

35.6
13.4
6.2

10.6

131.4
90.9
10.3
21.5

.006

.000

.000

.000

.000

.000

.000

.000
f #

Vocabulary ,i, 905-.1 .4 6.7
Read4ing 'Y 4194.7 .0 5.1
Language Total 521.9 .2 10.0
Math Total 1136.2 4.0 .000.

Vocabulary 938.8 19.8 16.4
Reading 1368.0 .0 5.5
Language Total 759.1 4.8 17.3
Math Total 1519.0 .3 13.8

t eaCh step, the F-value to remove or enter represents

the signif cance of the separate, independent contribution made by

each new v riable to the overall regression. From these results the

poor contri ution made\by the SES data, in all but two cases, is now

clear. It s not surprising, therefore, that the Maryland Norms

computed in Table 4, on the basis of SAS alone, do not vary greatly

from those Table 5, computed on the basis of SAS,SES 1, and SES 2.

67
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f
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In conclusion, some remarks are in order with respect

to the interpretation of Tables 4 and 5. As is the case in any

statistical treatment of data, the basic purpose is to find and

describe properties of aggregates. Statistical properties are

reli le as long as they are descriptive of collections of elements,

bu. they become extremely hazardous in their considerations of

Ind*vidUal cases. The regression analysis applied to the

ility test data transformed these data to a new setyitilaccoun

greatly reduced variability. It may be safely claimed that the
;?

effects of differences in SAS, SES 1, and SES 2 were "removed,"

aside from errors in measurement. However, in considering the

"Maryland Nofm" and its associated "difference ".1(i.e., the residual

created by subtracting the norm from the observed GE) for any

particular school, much caution should be exercised. All results,

for all schools, considered' together provide a meaningful insight

into the effectiveness of Maryland schools apart from the student

bdckground variables; but for some particular school, considered

in isolation, it must not be` supposed that an absolute standard

or expectation has been set. For this reason, onlythose schools

which ell in the upper 2.5 percent and lower 2.5 percent of the

resid distribution were mailed with an asterisk for gpecial

attention. Their identification in the distribution should be

interpreted as a flagging only, not as a dbhgnostic finding either

of excellence or underachievement.

1u.

_4

4
(

App B-12



REFERENCES

Armor (1972), in Mosteller, F. and Moynihan, D., Eds., On Equality
of Educational Opportunity. Vantage Books, New York.

Bachman, J.G. (1970), Youth in Transition,. Vol. II. SRC, Institute
for Social Research, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Michigan.

Bryant, E.C., Glaser, E., Hansen, M.H., and Kirsch, A., Associations
Between Educational Outcomes and Background Variables. Monograph
of the NAEP, Educ. forrim.Nof the States, Denver, Colorado.

Coleman, James S., (1966), Equality of Educational Opportunit.
'National Center of EdUcational Statistics, Washington', D.C.

Comber, L. and John P. Keeves, Science Education in Nineteen
Countries. International Studies in Evaluation I. Stockholm,
Sweden: Almquist and Wiksell, 1973.

Eason, Gary and Grawford, P., The Measurement of Socioeconomic
Status: A Technical Note. search Department, The Board of
Education of Toronto, Canad

Hanushek, E., The Value of Te hers in Teaching. RM-6362-CC/RC.
The and Corporation, Santa onica, Calif., December 1970.

Hauser, Robert M., "Schools and the Stratification Process," American
Journal of Sociology, 74 (May 1969), 587-611.

Husen, Torsten, Social Background and Educational Career Research
Perspectives on Equality of Educational Opportunity. Centre for
Educational Research and Innovation, Organization for Economic
CC/operation and Development, Paris, France, 1972.

Mayeske, George W., Tetsuo Okada, Wallace M. Cohen, Albert E. Beaton,
Jr., and Carl E. Wisler, A Study of the Achievement of Our Nat&on's
Students. DHEW Publication No. (OE) 72-131. Office of Education,
Department of Health, Edttcation, and Welfare, Washington, D.C., 1973.

Reiss, Albert J., Jr., with Otis Dudley(Suncan, Paul K. Hatt, and
Cecil N. North, "A Socioeconomic Inde for kill Occupations,"
Chapter VI in Occupations and Social Status. The Free Press of.
Glencoe, Inc., 1961.

University,of the State of New York. Variables Relatedit St dent
Performance and Resource Allocation Decisions at the School iStrict
Level. Bureau of School Programs Evaluation - Albany, N.Y., une
1972.

(

i 7 a

App B-13



APPENDIX C.

.1

COMPLEMENTARY STATE-LEVEL DATArr

Introduction

Presented in this Appendix C are data--complementary to

assessment data Obtained from the rTBS and CAT--that also illus-

trate how educational accountability in Maryland is progressing.

These results come from three sources: the Maryland Basic Skills

Reading Mastery Test; an .examination of how well Maryland students

are doing on the CEEB Admissions Testing Program; and the Maryland

High School Graduate Follow-Up Study, 103.

As these programs reflect different aspects of educational'

accountability, each will be discussed in its own section.

.2

v

The "Maryland*Basic Skills Reading Mastery Test

.1 In 1970, the Maryland State Board of Education

adopted the improvement of reading as one of its priorities. As

one approach to the problem, Maryland educators looked at reading

from a practical point of view. They wanted to know what -basic

minimum reading skills pupils would need to function and survive

in the 1970's. This approach was in accord with the national

emphansis. The National Right to Read Program had proposed for its

goal that 99 percent of the adult population Of the. United States

be functional readers by 1980. The late T.S. Commissioner of

Education, James Allen, had stated. that a functional reader was

one who could read well enough to live and survive in his society.

The U. S. Office of Education had only defined-the skills reguired

fOr functional reading at they adult level. Tlie,reading specialists

in the Maryland State Department of Education (MSDE), withthe-help

of local educators and civic and business groups, defined functional'
_

571
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reading skills objectives at the elementary and secondary level.

According to Joarnai of Reading', Maryland is the only state to

have made such an attempt

After halting established functional reading skills objec-

tives for 12-year olds, 15-year olds,. and 18-year olds, MSDE was

charged with the responsibility of developing a. test which would

measure attainment of these objectives.

.2 Development of Instrument

Ln'1972, reading specialists from MSDE and local

school systems, in conjunction with Services for Educational,

Evaluation, Inc., as consultants, developed three forms. (A for

.sixth grade, B foritenth grade and C for twelfth grade) of a

"Basic Skills Reading. Mastery Test." The test was developed as a

ctiterion-referenced (see P. 1-8) measure to assess function41

reading skills in (1) .following written directions, 12) locating

references,-(3) gaining information, (4) using form and(5)
assessing pupil electi6ç,df reading as a personal activity.

In 1973, the test was first administered to all,

pupils, including SpedIal Education students, in grades _6, 10j and

12 in the public schools of Maryland. Form A was administered to

approximately 20,500 sixth grade pupils, Form B to approximately

-t 18,000 tenth-grade pupils, and ForM.0 to approximately 13,000

. twelfth grade pupils.

This initial administration was the first stage of a,

project to develop9a refined, final Basic Skills Reading Mastery

Test instrument. On the basis of the resul&obtained,ih 1973, the

forms were revised and readministered in the Sprin, of 1974. From

-this testing frame, another revision and readministration program

1Journal of Reading. Volume 17/ Number 5 (February 1974), p. 350.

r P'1
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will be implemented In the Spring of 1975, testing all pupils in
ti

the respective grades.

In 1973, the.Maryland State Board of Education

-Pinoorpoiated into its five State goals for°readingitwo goals related

to functional reading skills; i.e., Maryland students will

(1) meet the reading demands for functioning in society and

(2) select reading as a personal activity. The results from the

initial 1973 administration of the Basic Skills Reading Mastery

Test have been included as part of the first accountability report.

Data are reported grade -by - grade for four functional

reading skills areas: (I) following written directions;

(II) locating references; (III) gaining information; (IV) using.

forms. Student reading as a personal activity (V) is summarized

fn .one' section for all three grades.

.3 Sample Questions

Following are examples of the test quei.tions con-

tained in the Basic Skills Reading Mastery Test. In each:example,

the reading category is given; the specific objective under that

category; and the test question used to measure mastery of that

objective.

Category I - FolloOing Directions

Objective - Students will read to follow
directions, written in sequential order
to prepare food from a recipe.

Test Question (From test for 10th grade)

Read the directions in the'box below for
makirtg soup. Use this information to
help you answer questions 22-.24."
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DIRECTIONS FOR MAKING SOUP
,

Open can.
Empty contents into pan and stir.
Add one can of water and stir.
Heat to boiling, stirring Occasionally'. ,Serve.

For a richer soup, use one can ofmilk
instead of water.
Makes about 2 1/2 cups soup.

Mark the letter on your answer sheoltr that
corresponds to the one best Answer.

22. What can you add to Make the soup richer?
A. One can of water
B. One can of milk
C. 1/2 cup water and 1/2 cup milk
D. Two bups of water

Category 2 - Locating References

Objective - Students will read to lob te
references within an almanac for use in
.school, at a job, or at home by utilizing
the table of contents, index,'- glossary,
appendix, footnotes, bibliography, and
headings on subhea4ings.

Tedt Question (From test for 6t,h grade)

Use the almanac index in the box to
answer question 20.

Netherlands 544
Area, Capital 544
Cities 583
Painters (noted)' 259
Rulers 25r

Netherlands Antilles 45

New Hampshire 676
Agriculture -700
Altitude 140
Counties 454
Museums 676
Taxes 107
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20. Jane wants to know the rulers of the
Netherlands. Where should she look?
A. Page 251
B. Page 528
C. Page 544
D. Page 545

Category 3 - Gainihg Information

Objective - Students will read to elicit
necessary information for a vocation
from want ads.

Test Question (From test for 10th grade)

In the box on the left is a list of
companies who are looking for employees.
To answer questions 18-20 mark the letter
on your answer sheet which corresponds
to the job'for which the person is best
qualified.

A. Opening for experienced linotype operator
and a composition floor or lick-up man.
Contact Mr. Bobby Hall, Midland Press Inc.,
Spencer,-Maryland.

B. Experienced Cook. needed. Lunch and dinner
hours. .Good pay, good working conditions.
References required, apply in person.
Mike's Cafe, 217 N. Walnut.

C. In Desperate Need of lead guitar player
for rock group. Please phone 332-6808.

D. RN or LPN full time or part time.
7-7:30 and 3-11:30 shift available.
Pay commensurate with experience.,
.339-1657, after 5 p.m. 336-5578.

Category 41- Understanding Foims

Objective.- Students will read to report
personal information on application forms.

Test Questions (From test for 6th grade)

Use the Cheerioats Game Coloon 'in the box
to answer questions 26-28.

gov

18. Jane McDonald
Registered Nurse

19. Mr. J. Fish
Experienced Cook

20. Bobbie Haven
Guitarist .

21. Robert Bruce
Type-setter
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Cheerios Game Offer

Enclosed is 1
Cheerios Cereal
Game Offer Special
Seal plus $1.00.

SEND TO: Cheerios Cereal
Game Offer
Box 7060
Rockland, Minn. 50046

Name

Address

City State Zip

Be sure to include zip code t6 ensure proper delivery.
I

Offer good in all states except where prqhibited. Offer
expires September 30, 1972. Allow 2 weeks for delivery.

26. Jimmy wants to get the game that he saw t'

offered on the cereal bdx. What must he send?
A. $2.00
B. $1.00 plus the special seal,
C. A boxtop
D. -A game plus $1.00

.4 Statewide Sixth Grade Results on the Basic Skills

Reading Mastery Teat (1973)

) Following Directions

1.,

The test questions in.this area assessed ,

pupil ability to interpret basic directional

type vocabular and to follow directions '-

;
written in a s quential order.

A. For each of three questions on following directions
for the use of park play equipment,the following
percentages of students responding were able to
elect the correct answers:

Question 1 - 72%, Question 2 - 85%, Question 3 - 81%

Q' *-1 (
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B. For each of three gueStions on 4,nformation presented
in a weather map, the following percentages of
students responding were able to select the
correct answers:

Question 1 - 65%, Question 2 66%, Question 3 - 74%

C. For each of three questions on the rules for playing
a game, the following percentages of students
responding were able to select the correct answers:

Question 1 - 69%, Question 2 - 68% Question 3 - 65%

For one question on following study rules, the
following percent of students responding were able
to select the correct answer:

Question 1 759%

I
(II) Locating References

The test questions in this area assessed

pupil ability to utilize tables of contents,

indices, headings to locate information.

A. For one question on information in an atlas index,
the following percent of students resgonding were
able to select the correct answer:,

Question 1 - 77%

B. For each of two questions on information in a
,

news-
paper index, the following percentages of students
responding were amble to select the correct,answers:

Question 1 - 78%, Question 2,- 78%

C. For each of four\questions on information contained
in a real estate map in an advertisement for apart-
ments, the following percentages of students responding
were able to select the correct answers:

Question T - 70%, Question 2 - 92%, Question 3 - 93%, Question 4 - 76%
o

577
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D. For each.of three questions on information contained
in a book index, the following percentages of
students responding were able to select the correct
answers:

Question 1 - 89%, Question 2 40%, Question 3 - 87%

. E. Vor each'of three questions on information contained
on a page of a dictionary, the following percentages
of students responding `were able to select the
correct answers:

Question 71%, Question 2 - 59%, Question 3 - 84%'

F. For each of twO questions on information presented
in an almanac index, the-following percentage& of
students responding were able to select the
correct' answers:

Question 1 - 73%, Question'2 88%

(III)Gaining Information

ti

The test questions in this area assessed pupil

knowledge of the meaning of words and ability to

elicit information from newspaper articles, factual

articles, ads,, and the like.

A. The following petcentages of students responding
were able to correctly.identify.the meaning of
the fo lowingjords:

gallon 94%
forecasts 94%
hope, 94%

4., patriotic '94%
5., procession ,,94%

B. For each of four questions on information contained
in a grocery ad, the following percentages of
students responding were able to select the
correct answers:

.

Question 1 - 84t, Question 2 - 62%, Question 3 - 70%, Question 4 - 80%
1\
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C. For each of two questioriS on information contained
in a factual article, the following percentages of
students responding were able to select the
correct answers:

Question 1 - 40%, Question 2 - 46%

..
(IV) Using Forms .

The test questions in this area assessed

pupil ability to gain information from such

,forms as social security forms, enrollment
- fi

cards, and coupons.

A. For each of two questions on'the information con-
tained in an enrollment card, the following percen =-
tages of.-- students respondi4g were" able to select the
correct answers:

Question 1 - 78%, Question 2 - 72%

B. -For each of three questions on a coupon.offering
a game, the following percentages were able to
select the correct agswers:.

Question 1 - 90%, Question 2 - 44%, Question 3 - 78%

C. For one question on a coupon offering Smile Stickers
for sale, the following percent of student's
responding were able to select the correct answeri-

Question 1 - 67%

.5 Statewide Tenth Grade Results, on the\basic Skills

Reading Mastery Test (1973)

(I) Following Directions

The ,test questions in this area assessed

pupil'abilityto interpret directional type

vocabulary and to follow directions written in

a sequential order.

5 7 9
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A. For each of two questions on following directions
for operating an oven, the following percentages
of students responding were able to select the
correct answers:

Question 86%, Question .2 - 75%

For each of three questions on following directions
for making, soup, the following perceritgges of
students rebponding 4ere able to select the
correct answers:

Question 1 - 91%, Ques-tion 2 -'96%,!Questiori 3 - 94%
, .

C.., For .each of two questions .on following directions
for choosing a child care center, the following
percentages of students responding were,,,dble to
select the correct answers:_

Question 1 - 69%-, Question' 2 - 93%

D. For each of two questions on following directions
on 'the legal hours of employment for minors, the
following.spercentages of.students,responding were
able to select 'the, correct answers:

Question'l - 58%,-Question 2 -.60

E. For each of two g4stionS on following direcions
for sewing a pattern,. the following perceritages
of students respoilding were able to select the
correct answers:

Question 1°- 90%, Question 2 - 90i1

(II) Locating References

The test questions in this area assessed

pupil ability to utilize tables of contents,

indices, headings to locate information.

A. For each of two questions on information in a
telephone directory, the following percentages of
students responding were able to select the
correct answers:

Question 1 4 96%, QuestiOn 2 - 86%

580
4
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B. Fdr each of two questions on information in an
almanac, theTallowing percentages of students

0 responding were able to select the correct answers:-

QuestiOn 1 - 84%, Question 2 - 95%

C. For each of four questions on information found on.
a grocery cash'register tape, the following
centages of students' responding were able to select
the, correct answers:

Question 1 - 83%; Question 2 6- 90%, Question 3 - 91%, Question 4 55%
a

(III) Gaining Inform'ation

The test questions in this area,a6sessed

pupil knowledge of the meaning of woz'ds amd

ability to elicit information from factual
. ,

-articles, advertisements, and, the

.

A. For each of three questIOns on inforination contained
in a factual article, the following percentages Of
students responding were able to select the
correct answers:

Question 1 - 94%, Question 2 - 91%, Question 3 - 85%.

B. For each fbur questions on information contained
in an employment.advertisement; the following
percentages of students responding were able to
select the correct answers:

Question 1 - 9.1%, Ques -tion 2 - 92%, -Question 3 88%, Question 4 95%

C. The followiAg percentages of students. responding
were able to correctly identifythe meaning of the
following words:

1. illegal 92%
2. descent 62%

D. For each of three questions on information contained
in a grocery advertisement, the following percentages
of students responding'were able to select the
correct answers:

Question 1 - 56%, Question 2 - 53%, Qu'estion 3 - 82%

r)81
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(IV) Using Forms

The test questiohs in,this area assessed
pupil ability to gain information from such
forms as application forms, coupons, etc.

For each of two questions on a coupon-for a free
mobile home TRiPection, the following percentages
of students responding were able to select, the
corredt answers:

Question 1 - 895, Question 2 - -73%

. For each of three questions on the information con-
tained in an enrollment card, the following percen-
tages of students responding were able to select
the correct answers :

Question 1 = 95%, Question 2 - 93%, Question 3 - 85%

C. For each of four questions on the information con-
tained in an application form for a U.S. Savings
Bond, the following percentages of students
responding were able to select the correct answers:

Question 1 - 921, duestion 2 - 59%, Question 3 - 95%, Question 4 - 75%

.6 Statewide Twelfth trade Results on the Basic Skills
Reading Mastery Test (1973)

(I) Following Directions

The test questions in. this area assessed
'pupil ability to interpret basic directional
type vocabulary and to follow directions. written
in ,a sequential order.

A. For each of three questions on directions for voting
with a voting machine, the following percentages of
'students responding were able to select the correct
answers:

Question 1 ':-.85%; Question - 91%, Question 3 - 91%

r8f)-
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B. For each of', five qudstions on following company
rules, the following percentages of students
responding were able to select the correct answers':

Question 1 - 81%, QUestion 2 - 84, Question S - 87%,
Question 4. - 71 %, 'Question 5 - 62%

C. For each of two questions on the rate periods for
placing telephone, calls, the folloWing percentages
of students responding were able to select the
correct answers:

Question 1 - 52%, Question 2 54%

(II) Locating References c
Th4 test questions in this area assessed

pupil ability to utilize tables of contents,

indices, headings to locate information.

Question

Question

Question

Question

1

1

1

1

A. For each of two guestiOns oh,the information in an
annotated bibliography, the following percentages
of students responding were able to select the

correct answers:

- 69%, Question 2 - 88%

B. For each of four questions on the information

- 58%

- 70%

-coritained in an encyclopedia index, the following
percentages of students responding were able to
select the correct answers:

- 85% Question 2 - 83%, Question 3 - 891, Question 4

C. For each of three questions on inforret4tton contained
in a library-nae-X, the following percentages of
students responding were able to select the
correct answers.:

- 81%, Question 2 - 72%, Question 3 - 75%

D: For each of four questions on information recorded
on a gro ry cash register tape, the following
percentages of students respondiag were able to
select the correct answers:

- 87%, Question 2 - 92%, Question 3 7 92%, Question 4

r 0
t)
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(III) Gaining Information

The test questions in this area assessed
pupil knowledge of the meaning of words and
ability to elicit informatom from newspaper
articles, factual articles, ads, and the' l ike.

A. For each of two questions on information contained
in an excerpt from an Occupations Handbook, the-
following percentages of students responding were
able to select the correct answers:

Question 1 74%, Question42 - 91%

B. For each of four questions on qualificatiOns for
employment, the percentages of students
responding were able to select the correct atiewers:

Question 1 - 92%, Question 2 - 91%, Question 3 94%, Question 4 - 93%

C. For each of five questions on information contained
in an appliance'warranty, the following percentages
of students responding were able to select the
correct answers:

Question 1 -,83%, Question 2 - 84%, Question 3 - 81%
Question 4 -'91%, Question 5 - 64%

4.

D. For each of three questions on information contained
in a paragraph from a biology textbook, the'
following percentages of students responding were
oble to select the correct answers:

ft

Question 1 - 67%, Questiol 2 - 52%, Question 3 - 68%

E. Forseach of two questions on information on employ-
ment of minors, the following percentages of
students responding were able to select the correct
answers:

-Quedtion 76% Question 2 - 60%

(1y) Using Forms

The test questions in this area assessed
pupil ability to gain information from such
forms as social security forms, enrollment
cards, and coupons.

rt; 8 1
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A. For each of two questions on a coupon for ordering
a shaver; the following percentages of students
responding were able to select the correct answers:

Question 1 91% Question 2 - 91%

B.' For each of three questions on the information con=
tained in an apartment lease, the following per-
centages of students responding were able to select
the correct answer:

- Question 1 - 85%, Question 2 - 90%, Question 3 - 73%

C. For each of three questions on the information con -7,
tained in aniiiVrication form for welfare benefits,
the following percentages of students responding
were able to select the correct answers:

Question 1 - 93%, Question 2 - 88%, Question 3- 53% --

D. ,For each of five questions on information contained
on a Pre-Placement Health Status Examination form, :

the following percentages of students responding
were able tb select the correct answers:

Question - 88%, Question 2 - 86%,Que,stion 3 - 87%,
Question 4 - 91%, Question 5 - 54%

.7 Percentages of Students Who Indicated They Selected
Reading as a Personal Activity (1973)

A. Percentages of Students Responding Who Indicated
They Read About Their Hobbies

6th grade 10th Grade
78% 70%

12th grade
6%

B. Percentages oft Students Responding Who Rated Them-
selves as Average or Above Average Readers

6th grade 10th grade 12th Grade
89% 88% 87% .

,A110
C. Percentages of Students Responding Who Indicated

That They Always or Most of the Time Understand
the Required Reading in School

6th grade
77%

10th grade'
75%

5 8 5
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D. Percentages of Students Responding Who Indicated
That They Spend From One to Six Hours a Week
;Reading For Fun During Their Nacation

6th grade 10th grade 12th grade
63% 57% , 67%

E. Percentages of Students Responding Who Indicated
They Enjoyed Reading As a Spare Time Activity

6th grade
60%

10th grade
43%

12th grade
48%

0

Scholastic Aptitude and Academic Achievement of Selected

College-Bound High School Seniors in Maryland Compared
*

with a Natidnal Sample

One way of getting an indication of the effectiveness of

school systems in Maryland is by comparing the performance of

'Maryland students with student performance across the country on

the Admission Testing Program, administered by a nonpublic national

Organization, the College Entrance Examination Board. The ATP is
organized to help higher educational institutions select students
for admission.

In the two-battery.series of ATP, i.e., Scholastic
Aptitude Test (SAT) and Achievement Tests, the mean scores of
KarYland high school seniors for the years 1972-73 and 19,73-74

were..cOnskstently higher than national norms. Tables APP D-1
and APP D-2 present the comparison of Maryland high school seniors .

with the National Sample on the Scholastic Aptitude Test for the
years'"1972-73 'and 1973-74 res ectively and Tables APP D-3 and
APP D-4

. on Achievement Test ores for the years 1972-73 and 1973-
74 respectively.

*Source:' College Board Summary Reports (1972-73 and 1973-74 High .

School Seniors Composite National Report). Princeton,
N.J.: College Entrance Examination Board,,Admissions
Testing Program.

4r -
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Tables APP D-1 and'APP D-2 show that the mean of Maryland

students for the SAT was nine points higher than the National Sample

for'the Verbal Section during 1972-73 and eight points higher d ing

the year 1973-74. For the Mathematics section of the'SAT, the mean

of Maryland students was seven points higher than the National Sam-

ple-during 1972-73 and five points higher during 1973-74.

TabAev APP D-3 and APP D-4 reveal that the achievement

means of Maryland students for-1972-73 were 25 points above the

National Mean fOr English Composition, 21 points higher in Mathema-

tics Level 1, 17 points-higher in Biology, 26 points higher in Chemi-

stry, 21 points higher in American History, and 12 points highd" in

French, and &ring 197,3-74 25 points higher in English Composition,

14 points higher in Mathematics Level 1, 11 points higher in Biology,

22 points higher in. Chemistry, 27 points higher in American History,

and 3 points higher in French.

It may be pointed out that since the students from Mary-

land took the test voluntarily, they may not be representative of

all high school seniors in the State. However, the consistently

higher means for Maryland students as compared with the national

sample provide some indication of the effectiveness of school

systems in Maryland.

IJ

"; 8 "I'
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STATE LEVEL

TABLE APP D-1. I

SCHOLASTIC APTITUDE TEST (SAT) SCORES OF SELECTED
COLLEGE-BOUND HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS IN MARYLAND
COMPARED WITH A NATIONAL SAMPLE FOR 1972-73,

SCORE k

I.

VERB AL MATH t

MARYLAND
SAMPLE

I

NATIONAL
SAMPLE

MARYLAND
SAMPLE

NATIONAL
SAMPLE

NUMBER % NUMBER % NUMBER I N ER

750 -800 57 0 1,793 0 226 1 8,780 1

700.'''749 333 1 10,744 1
..

644 3 22,808 2

650 -699 817 3 27,242 3 1,576 6 54,535 5

600 -649 1,714 7 58,47.7 6 2,248 9 82,906 8

550 -599 2,410 9 86,810 9 3,546 14 133,072 13

500 -549 3,659 14 134,485. 13 4,165 16 158,919 16

4501499 4,322 17 169,790 17 3,873 15 157,216 15

400 -449 4,209 16 172,090 17, 3,639 14 149,700 15

350 -399 3,865 15 160,465 16 lb 2,804 11 117,219 12

30'0 -349 2,468 10 109,045 11 2,000 8 85,098 B

250 -299 1,445 6 63,169 6 8' r7 3 38,798 4

200 -249 445 2 20,743. 2 134 1 5,653 1

NUMBER 25,744 ,1,014,853 25,742 1,014,704
MEAN 454 445 488 481
STD DEV 110 108 114 . 113

At STATE LEVEL

TABLE APP D-2

oo

SCHOLASTIC APTITUDE TEST (SAT) SCORES OF SELECTED
COLLEGE-BOUND HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS IN MARYLAND ,

COMPARED WITH A NATIONAL SA5I1FQR 1973-74
,

SCORE

'''' VERBAL' ', MATH

MARYLAND
SAMPLE

, NATIONAL
SAMPLE

MARYLAND
SAMPLE

NATIONAL
SAMPLE

NUMBER % NUMBER % NUMBER % NUMBER %

750 -800 80 0 2,305 0 311 1. 9,871 1.

700 -749 464 02 .. 12,372 1 73d - 3 26,371 3

650 -699 891 3 28,716 3 1,454 6 54,029 5

600 -649 1,573 6 55,373 6 2,251 9 79,573 8

550 -599 2,468 10 . 86,3.64 9 3,139 12 120,281 12

500 -549 3,476 13 126,116 13 ) 3,833 15 141,930 14

450 -499 4,266 16 160,509 16 4,166 16 158,167 16

400 -449 4,281 17 165,007 17 3,702 14 144,058 15

350-399 3,752 15 155,471 16 3,005 1.2 117,864 12

300 -349 2,,6124 10 111,785 11 2,247 9 91,588 9

250 -299 1,512 6 60,095 6 898 3 36,7t4 4

200 -249 535 2 21,126 2 115 0
.....""*"

4,619 0

NUMBER ,25,862 985,239 25,859 985,115
MEAN 452 444 485 480
STb . DEV. 112 110 ' 116 116

r
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STATELEVELS
TABLE APP D-3

ACHIEVEMENT TEST SCORES OF _SELECTED COLLEGE-
BOUND HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS IN MARYLAND COMPARED.
WITH A NATIONAL %AMPLE FOR 1972-73

.

SCORE

ENGLISH COMPOSITION MATH LEVEL I BIOLOGY :

_MARYLAND
SAMPLE,.

NATIONAL
SAMPLE

.

MARYLAND
SAMPLE

NATIONA4
.SAMPLE

MARA*ND
SAMPLE

.

NATIONAL i
SAMPLE ....

NUMBER 2 . NUMBER. X' NUMBER X NUMBER X NUMBER X NUMBER'

4

750-800

700-749

650-699

600-649

550-599

500-549

450-499

400'2449

"350-39T;

300-349

250-299

200-219

16

393 6

734 11

884 14

.1,075 16_

11062' 16

884 14

683 10. ,

'431 t

195 3

aa

'5 0

'31705

11,139

22,469

30,272

41,730

46,291

45,528

36,070

231922

10,915.

2,897

258

.

y

4

8

11

,15

17

17

1

4 (

',I ,

0
4

'155 3

290 6
531 II

755 16

806 117

855 It

634 14

419 :. 0 9

180 4

57. 1'

4 0

0

4,424 2

9'x338 4,

18,707 9

29,289 14

S4,524 16

39,703 19

32,708 16

25,944 12

12,231 6

3,553 2

c, 301 %
12 .0

31 3
. .

82 - 7

109 '16

154' '14 .

189 174

171 15

-.179 .14

' 117 11....

I 55) 5 .

Z1 2

° 3 0..

0 0

/- 0

1.661 3

.2,783. 6

4,435 9

6,259 '12

.7,587 15

7,91? 16

, 7,7352.. 15

6,038 12

4,043. 8

14765' 3,

29/,' 1

6 0

NUMBER

MEAN '

STD DEV

.

6,547

.' 524.

110
.

2750.96

517

107

.

0
4,686

558

101

-

210;734

537

'101

1,111

'549

106
o

;

504521

532

113

CHEMISTRY AMERICAN H STORY FRENCH'

MARYLAND 'NATIONAL MARYLAND NATIONAL MARYLAND
- -

NATIONAL.

SCORE SAMPLE SAMPLE :,SAMPLE SAMPLE '. SAMPLE SAMPLE

NUMBER X NUMBER 2 :d..'0UMBER NUMBER X NUMBER X °NUMBER %

750-800 ae 10 3,234 41, 1,420 2 82 4 1,83Z 4

70D-749 95 11 3,356 -. .8 60 4 2,400 3 144 8 2,734 6 -

666-699 108 13 4,639 1, 11 1O7 7 44732 5 150' 8 4,240. ' 9

600-649 129 15 5,928 14 '189 12 7,668 9 269 14 '5;852 12

550 -599 133 16 6,710 16 247 16 11,016 13 301 .16, 7,082 15

500-549 140 17 7,36'8 17 244 15 14,733 17 328 18' 8,090 17,

450-499 101 " 12 6,327 15 268 17 15,612 18 309 17 8,241 17

400r449. 43 5 4,177 16 212 13° 14,423 17 201 II, ' 6,880 14

150-399 8 1,0100. 3 157 10 , 10,089 12' 68 4 2,411 5

300-349 1 ' 82 0 43 3 4,282 5 7 0 113 0

1250-299 d
...,

. 2 0 14 1 758 0 0 0

1 200-249 0 0 0" 0 . 41 -- 0 0 0 0 f 0

1

.

,r4U1BER 840 42,863 1,582 87,179 1,859 47,475

i
.

1

MEAN 598 572

'108

519. 498 556 544

LsTD DEV ' 105
,

109 105 103 104 .

1

589
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STATE LEVEL.

TABLE APP
4

ACHIEVEMENT TEST SCORES OF SELECTED COLLEGE-
BOUND HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS IN MARYLAND-COMPARED
WITH A NATIONAL SAMPLE FOR 1973-74

SCORE

ENGLISH COMPOSITION MATH LEVEL .I BIOLOGY

MARYANk
f4

NATIONAL
SAMPLE

MARYLAND ''°'
SAMPLE

NATIONAL
SAMPLE

MARYLAND
SAMPLE

NATIONAL
.SAMPLE

tOmbEll, , NUMBER *7 (DUMBER X 'NUMBER NUMBER NUMBER

.'75:0 -500°

76149 r101

1 13P 2

370:-.-r 6

,

2,631 1

9,311 4

16,595 7

28,186 12

34,292 15

38,506 17

38052 17

29,379 13

18,793 8

9,452 4

2.599 1

304 0
.

102 . 3

240 6

483 '12

649 16

790 20

643 16

575 14 '

328 8

155 4

35 . 1

6- O.

0 0

i
3,732 '2'

8,563 5

17,037 10

25,376 15

32,344 19

27,693 16

27,095 16

18,355 11

' ;3,110 5

2,521 i

205 V
1 0.

.,10.'`

40

.69 6

111. A
167 15

193 18

190 17'

154 14'

91 , 8r '.
ti

61 6 .

10 1

2' 0

0 0

.

#

'

1,842

2,998

4,807

6,180

6,878

7,210

.6,983

5,187

3,208

1,004

163

if

4

6

10

13

15

16

15

11

7

2

0

0

65'0-699

600-649

550-599

500-549

450-499

400 -449

350-399
0
300-349

250-299

200-249
-

-54i 10

868 15

941 g17

903 16

81.. ..;:io
k 14

'.-Ac '-'
601 ,p11%. =$-

352 ?4,45 ',*

137 2

40 1

6 0

NUMBER

MEAN;

STD.DEV..

' 5,696

542

108

228,300.

517

107

4

4,006

559

98

. .

.

172,032

545

101

1,088

556

104

,

46,468

545

112

CHEMISTRY AMERICAN HISTORY FRENCH

SCORE MARYLAND
SAMPLE

NATIONAL°
SAMPLE'

- MARYLAND
SAMPLE

NATIONAL
SAMPLE

MARYLAND
SAMPLE

NATIDNAL
SAMPLE

NUMBER X NUMBER X NUMBER X NUMBER X NUMBER NUMBER X
i

1.'
.

750-800 100 12 3,180 9 AS 4 1,475 2 117 7 2,700 7
700-749 95 11 _3,274 9 58 4 2,072 3 *3 6 2,543 7
650-699 116 14 4,374 12 106 8 3,702 5 160 10 3,.542 9
6011,649 125 15 5,349 15 141 11 6,404 9 206 13 (016 13
550-599 147" 17 5,7.,37 16 175 13 8,041 11 239 15 5,683 15
500-549 124 15 5,943 16 215 16 12,090 17 274 17 6,488 11
450-499 85 .10 4,501 12 210 16 '12,678 18 253 . 16 6,284 16
400-449 41 5 2,920 8' 188 14 12,133 17 188 12 4,797 13
350-399 19 2 1,033 3 123 9 8,588 12 50 3 1,230 3.
300-349 3 0 205, 1 39

..r
3 3 410 5, 1 0 55 0

250-299 0 0 5 0 10 1 659 1 0 0 2 0
200-249 0, 0 0' 0 0 0 "37 0 0 0 0 0

NUMBER % 855 36,521 1,320 71,289 1,591 38,240
MEA1 603 581 525 498 563 560
STD.DEV. 108- 110 115 107 109 109

.
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.4 -Information from the Maryland High'School Graduate

Follow -up Study, 1973

The Marxland'State Department of Education -contacts all

high:school graduates six months after graduation, to find

among. other things, whether-they-plan.to continue their schooling

or seek employment and-to get their evaluatiOn of their high

school experiences., This follow7up information7may be helpful

in providing an indication of the effectivenesg, of the school

system in Maryland. Table APP D-5 provides information regarding''

the number and perCentage of high school graduates Who applied

for admission to.achools'tO coptinue:their-education.. The redder

will
1

note that about half of'the high sohool.graduates

for admission. This shows ,motivation of_ the graduates.to continue

their education,.which might be the effect of education received

in the high schools.

Table APP D-6 shows student assessments of their

preparation by the schools in "skills and abilities" and Table

-APP D-7 indicates student assessments of their preparation in :zt

school "courses." Tables APP D-6 and APP'D-7 reveal that for

each "skill/ability" and "course,":a majority of those who

responded indicated that the preparation they recived was either

satisfactory or excellent.

5.91
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STATE LEVEL
TABLE APP

2

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF MARYLAND 1,973 HIGH SCHOOL
GRADUATES 'WHO APPLIED F R ADMISSION TO .A

SCHOOL

I

,

APPLIED. FOR

ADMISSION

,

NUMBERS BY SEX_
TOTAL

.

.PERCENT
MALE' FEMALE NOJIESPONSE

YS 11/284 1,2,240 165 23,689 48.1

NO 11159? 1,2,436 237 24,265 49.3

NO RESPONSE 522 . 501 222 1/275 2.6

GRAND TOTAL 49,229 1.00.0

5 9 2
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STATE "LEVEL
TABLE. APP D-6

REACTIONS OFD MARYLAND 1973 HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES
REGARDING THE PREPARATION RECEIVED IN GRADES 1.0-12

FOR DIFFERENT SKILLS AND ABILITIES

z

PREPARATIO
RECEIVED

v

FOLLOW
DIRECTIONS

WORK WELL;,_.
WITH OTHE4S

THINK AND MAKE
DECISIONS

NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT

//

NO RUPONSE - -

DOES NOT APPLY-

EXCELLENT - 7

SATISFACTORY- -'-

UNSATISFACTORY- -

TOTAL

.

NO RESPONSE - - -

DOES NOT APPLY-

EXCELLENT - -

SATISFACTORY-

UNSATISFACTORY-

TOTAL - -

NO RESPONSE -

DOES NOT APPLY-

EXCELLENT - -

SATISFACTORY- -

UNSATISFACTORY- -.

TOTAL .

-

. .

NO RESPONSE - - -

DOES NOT APPLY- -

EXCELLENT - - ^-

SATISFACTORY- - -

UNSATISFACTORY- -

TOTAL - 5- - - - -

1.,

.1025 T.1

826 4.

5,367 29.6

10,180 56.2

', '359 / 2.0

,

1,325 7.3

528 2.9

6,920 38.2

8,728 48.1

626 i 3.5

1,388 7.7

423 2.3

5,195 28.7'i

9,689 53.4

1,432 7.9

18,3,f7 100.0

SPEAK BEORE'
:GROUPS

18,127 I 100.0

.

SOLVE, NUMBER
PROBLEMS

18,127 100.0

.

WRITE'REPORTS
AND LETTERS

. ,

NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT

1,389 7,7

916 5.0

2,573 14.2

8,193 45.2

5,06 27.9

F.
1,442 7.9

499 , 2.8

5,447 30.0

8,837 ' 48.8

1,902 10.5

1,418 7.8

507 2.8

4,713 26.0
P

9,257 51.1

1,232 12.3

18,127 I00.0

FOLLOW LEISURE
INTEREST -

18,127 100.0

JOIN IN CIVIL
AFFAIRS

18,127 100.0

USE VOCATIONAL
SKILLS

NUMBER ,PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT

1,473 8.1

1,732 9.6 .-

4,446, 24.5

8,244 45.5

2,432 12.3

1,474 8.1

3,372 18.6

1,268 7.0

6,845 37.8

5,168 28.5

1,490 8.2

3,996 22.0 .

3,075 17.0

6,823 37.7

2,734 15.1

18,127. 100.0

READ WITH
UNDERSTANDING

18,12-7 100.0

LEAD OTHER$

18,127 100.0

MEET FAMILY
RESPONSIBILITY

NUMBER. PERCENT
1

NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT

1,423 7.9

438 2.4

4,739 26.1

9,589 ,52.9

1:938 10.7

1,459 8.0

1,553 8.6

2,657 14.7

9,340 51.1

3:118 207.2

1,472 '8.1

3,175 17.5

3,553 19.6

.9,340 51.5

3:325 12.8

8,127 100.0 18,127 100.0 18,127 100.0

k

) 0
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°

STATE LEVEL

TABLE APP
REACTIONS OF MARYLAND 103 HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES.
REGARDING THE IIREPARATIOWRECEIVED IN GRADES 10-12

FO DIFFERENT COURSES

PREPARATION
RECEIVED

ART

NUMBER 1TERCENT

A

PHYSICAL EDUCATION

NUMBER PERCENT

VOCATIONAL
PREPARATION

NUMBER PERCENT

NO RESPONSE- -

COURSE'NOT TAKEN -

EXCELLENT

SATISFACTORY - -

UNSATISFACTORY - -

TOTAL

NO RESPONSE- -

COURSE NOT TAKEN --

EXCELLENT 4

SATISFACTORY

UNSATISFACTORY ---.

TOTAL

NO RESPONSE-

'COURSE NOT TAKEN

EXCELLENT

SATISFACTORY - -

UNSATISFACTORY - -

TOTAL

1,068

10,945

2,065

3,223

826

18,127

5.9

60.4

11.4

17.8

4.5

100.0

924

1,680

5,865

.8,504

1,154

18,127

5.1

9.3

32.3

46.9

6.4

100.0

1,123 6.2

9,803 54.1

2,699 14.9

3',348 18.5

1,154 6.3

18,127

INDUSTRIAL ARTS GENERAL B INESS MUSIC,

1,173

12,109

1,693

2,552

600

18,127

6.5

66.8

9.3

14.1

3.3

100.0

1,175
t 6.5

9,622 -453.1

2,788' '15.4
3,960

582 3.2

18,127 10.0.

1,iQ94 6.O

10,559 58.3

14.1

3,635; 16.8

876 4.8

18,127 100.0

SCIENCE MATHEMATICS HOME ECONOMICS

886 4.9

952 5.2

.4,782 26.4

9,694 53.5

1,813 10.0

18,127 100.0

ENGLiSH

865

718

6,303

8,170

2,071

18,127

4.8

3.9

34.8

45.1

11.4,

100.00

1,144 .6.3

9,933 54.8

2,744 15.1

3,616 20.4

610 3.4

18,127 .100.0

FOREIGN LANGUAGE SOCIAL STUDIES

NO RESPONSE- - 818 '4.5

COURSE NOT TAKEN 512 2.8

_EXCELLENT 5,856 32.3

SATISTACTORY 9,200 50.8

UNSATISFACTORY - 1,741 9.6

TOTAL 18,127 100.0

920 5.1 892 4.9

5,974 33.0 737 4.1
4'

2,471 13.6 5,038 27.8

6,000 33.1 10,279 56.7

2,762 15.2 1,181 6.5

18,127 100.0 18,127 100.0

594
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APPENDIX D

O

I 4

THE MARYLAND EDUCATIONAL ACCOUNTABILITY ACT
4.

Public School Laws of Maryland

EDUCATIONAL ACCOUNTABILITY

Introduction.

AN ACT to add new Section 28A to Article 77 of the Annotated Code

of Maryland (1969)Replacement"Volume), title "Public Education," sub- ,

title "State Superintendent of Schools," to follow.immediately after

Section 28 thereof, to provide for a program of educational accounta-

bility ,for the public schools of Maryland; and to generally relate

thereto.

WHEREAS, The goal of this Act is to assure that all public school

students, throughout the State of Maryland, have access to an educa-

tion that will enable them td function to the best of their abilities

as informed citizens. Each student has the right to expect his school N;

And school system to provide adequate instruction in the minimum skills

necessary to master effective verbal and written communication. In

addition, each student should have access to mathematical, scientific

and technical knowledge so that he will be able,to function adequately

in this complex age. Further, each student should be able to under=

stand our government so that he may participate effectively in all of

the duties and rights of,citizenship. All students, whether normal,

handicapped or exceptional, have the right to expect their schools

and school sySte's to provide the opportunities to help each individual

realize hie fullest potential.

The purposes of this Act are to provide for the establishment of

educational accountability in the public education system of Maryland,

to assure that educational programs operated in the public schools of

Maryland lead to the attainment Of established objectives for educa-

tion, to provide information for accurate analysis Of the costs associ-

ated with public education programs, and to prOvideinformation for an

analysis of the differential effectiveness of instructional pi-ograks;

nowt therefore,

5f3 5
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Article 77, Section 28A

SECTION 1. Be it enacted by the General Assembly of Maryland,
That a new Section 28A be and it is)4hereby added-to Article 77 of the
Annotated Code.pf Maryland (1969 Replacement Volume), title "Public
Education," subtitle State Superintendent of Schools," to follow
immediately after Section 28 thereof, and to read as follows:

28A.

(a) Education accountability program. The State Board
of Education and State Superintendent of Schools, each Board
of Education and every school syetem, and every school, shall
implement a program of education accountability for the opera-
tion and management of the public schools, which shall include
the following:

(1) The State Board of Education and the State
Superintendent of Schools shall assist each local-"school
board and school system in developing and implementing
educational goals and objectives in conformity with
statewide educational objectives for subject areas inr
cluding, but not limited to, reauing, writing and math,ma-
tics.

(2) Each school; with the assistance of its local
board of education and school system, shall survey the
current status,of student achievement in reading, language,
mathematics, and other areas in orderm.to assess its needs.

(3) Ea0 school shall, establish as the basis of its
assessment'project goals and objectives which.are in keep-
ing with the goalkand objectives established by its board
of education and'ihe state Board of Edudation.

(4) Each school, with the.assistance of its' local
board of education, the State Board of Education and the
State SUperintendent.of Schools, shall develop programs
for meeting its needs on the basis of priorities which it
shall set. .

(5) Evaluation programs shall concurrently be del/eloped
to determine if the, oals and objectives are being met.

(6) Re-9valuation of Programs, goals and objectives
shall be regularly Undertaken.

r9C)
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(b) The State Department.ofEducation shall assist the

local boards of education in establishing this program 'by

providing guidelines for development and implementation of the

program by the local boards, and by providing assistance and
coordination where needed and requested by those boards

(c) Beginning on July. 1, 1973, the State Board of Educa- f ti

tion, upon recommendation of the State Superintendent of Schools,

shall include in its annual budget request such funds as it deems

necessary to carryout the provisions of this Act.

r%

(d) During January, 1975, and each January thereafter,

the. State Superintendent of Schools shall transmit to the

Governor and to the General Assembly a report which includes,

but is not limited to"documentation indicating the prOgress

Of the State Department of Education, the local boards of Educa=

tion and each school in the State, toward the achievement of

their respective goals and objectives and recommendations for

legislation which the State Board ofEducation and the State

Superintendent of Schools deem necessary for the improvement

of the quality of education in Maryland.

SECTION 2. And be it further enacted, that ihl /Act shall take

effect July 4_1972.

o

A

r.709
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